. . . o
- . . - o ) ) .
4 - . . . o . PR . \ .
) " . .

- ‘DOCUMENT RESUME y
. . A .‘ ] , ..\0 R . / " . , .
'BD 172 987 - oL S, - ' RC 011 367
AUTHOR - Arce,. Aaron; Soaé, Xavidr <
TITLE : ESAA Billnqual/Blcultqral Project. 1?7U-1975 Final

-4 a4 -
- : valuation Report
4/; ‘

INSTITUTION ustin Independent School ﬁistrlct Tex. Office-of -~
" . Research and Evaluation. . - o

. SPONS AGENC! Office ,of Education-’ (DHEW), -Washington, D.C.

BUREAU ‘NO _, F-6-132-TOA ) N

PUB DATE 30 Jan "5 . - 1 - ‘

GRANT : OEG +6-74-1897 . ‘
, NOTE . . .. 6Bp.; For related documeats, see ED 154 945 and

) K . . .‘g’;,ﬁ’ . : ! ' .

+ RDRS PRICE MFO1/PC03 Plus Postag

DESCRI PTORS - *Bilingqgual Eduecationy Currlculum Dev01opment-
o : Elementary Education; ?n#aiﬂment Language Arts.y
Language Prof1c1ency, #M2xican Americansg
*uultlcultural eddcation; Objectives; Parent
- , Part1c1p1t10_ . *Program Effectiveness; Readxng
- : Instruetlonfx lpanlsh Sp=4k1nd\\§+aff Improvement;
: , Teacher Aidas®:f : -~
IDENTIFLERS *Texas (Austin) ¢
, ] . ‘ \

ABSTRACT - :
The 197u 75 Aus+in Indep avdent Sehool District
11nqual/b1cultural prcgram was désignad as a comprahen91ve ppogralv
-of bilingual (Spanish and Enqllsh) education : for schools with they
hlqhest concentrations of Spanish-dominant Mexican American studen
Blcultural instruction was inher=nt in th2 program uﬂ?ch used both v
languages.for a portion of all the curriculum. On a budget of '
$271,530 the program served ovsr 1400 2lementary students in six
schools using /2 professional staff, 20 teacher aides,, and 7
+ SUpport stazl/ﬁgZudents receiving Spanlsh instryction met ObjPCthES
" reqarding a€quisition of basic concepts and improved languaqe
proficien¢y, but not Spanish reading skills. Students receiving-
English instructioh met English reading Jb]eetlvés. The progranm met
most objectives reyarding staff training, supervision, materials, U
I teoam’ teachan, and biliggual aid2s} but a0t -the important objectives
_ragarding currlculum devalopment and parsntal involvement. Ccmpared
+o students not *in the program, students ‘in b111ngual classes learned’
more Spa@ish and as much English. It was recommended that the pro§ran
ba Tontinled at all six schools and bé: 3 aila::g/fo all ,
~Spanish-dominant students and to those'w‘oSe-parcnts Hant them in a ~<:
*bilinqual program. Other recomiendatidns/were that the position of
parental- involvement bpec1a11¢t be discoftinued and that teacher

'tralnlnq emphasize using teachcr aides 3ffacttv ly. (SB) - "
. - . L) - 7
. -/ o~

***#***#***********#*******;»‘*************5 ********************m**t* Do
* Reproductlons supplied by EDRS ar2 .the est that can be made , -*‘
Co* from the original document. - T

***44************#***&#**#*******************#**********$******t::rf:t*

) ) . . . .
. : v : .
S R AT \ . .

ER&C o R ; B

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC




» '
. . !
. i
.
&
. .
»
P
. . ' Iy L
‘ T . .- . -
B . ) . .
v N N . . M N
® .
- . Al . ' . )'
' ' " “ ’ ‘ . ' - . . Ld .
E o . ' . . ’ R
N . . . 3 . - . ’ ’
N ’ N o . \ . f ’ . N
) N
P .
: 4 \ . - - '
“« - N =Y . . Y \' '
O . . .. y
! - . . h2 fo) RN * ) . . g
. " . - -
- o ) ;
N. . — - T . \) y
™~ N
) ' N . ) “ .
:
H . . L . [N ’ 4
o= S ~ T ‘ :
ot - . W
- . . . F<% "I
(W3 - . . / - A
M to. . . .
‘ 43
NN s A
) .o / / L .
N . -~ [V
N . ‘ . . / . .
’ N B Y . /,’ . e . ¥
v . > . o . - k o . ~ . a
) \ . \ N / R ,
L ~, . . , i . . .
' v ’ . : . R : -
. R - ) - ’ - v
. K r
. . ' ’ m ‘
L ) N f T * '
’ t g " o
. \‘ , .
- . ~ l 4
" - . - X .
\ : . ’I- .
? . : /-\/
t . , L
. B N
‘ ; . . . . .
- . - N A 1 ’ -7 - . . 1
: . i - - RN
K . S S 7 . T
' - L i > ' . sy
N X R . o .- v s ’ L
LT -t . - T ; o Us DEPARTMENTOF HEALTH. .
’ o - . . . . . s . EDUCATION 8 WELFARE
. .. RESEARGH AND EVALUATION =~ = *S8iinee
Lo . . : X - D - : i I . » EDUCATION o ; %
v . . L . . i i
! : R . N . e . o ,",f . Ty DOCUMEINT HAS BEEN R /pRO-
~ e o . Co . - f L . DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED fROM
’ L S ’ . g THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN®
' . . ) . : s e - ATING 1T POINTS OF VIEW DR OPNIONS
' ’ - . . oy T STATED DO NOT NECEFARILY REPRE-
. : . . AN : SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITYTE OF
[P - o : : . oo . . EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY
- - . i ' . [

. PERMISSION TGO REPROBUCE THIS /

| (ap ) . ' MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRFTED Vi
. 5 i J L ., X ; ‘)X)/‘)\’E—A\k. m_‘ \l'\‘o rﬁb}é
. :—’ L N L 4
' ) Y TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES |
O . L \ _ _ . INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)" -~ |
SR . S ausfin independent school district', . = - ¢ A

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



A
e

‘ e N
- ' :
L N N )
- - :
- . ' \\_/
. ) . .
» n Y .
. N A —
. \
. \
—~— -
, .
» 4
-
.
. :
:ﬂ
o
1 Y . :
‘. 1 : & . .
;
[P e i e o e e e e e e e

v Bourd of 'I'{-ushos ' ‘
, M K. Hage. Jr., Presuden’r

o~ ( : Mrs "Barr. McCIelIan. Vice Pre5|den+_ o RET ) .
. G ’ravoL Garcua Secretary _# (

o w.uD Davis~" I Deco‘\cy Keney oL
Reverend Marvm C. anfm L

., . s
Y 4

T | . \ “ ‘ SUPOrlntondom of fl:};h' . AR . - v
L b Dr! Jack L. Davidson - . - o

¢ . . J ' ) R . .
S A 1
A’"’“’"' SUP."MOndOM, Division of Instrucﬂon cnd Dovolopmom S
o : .’ oo ) - . oL :
' \ o Freda M\Hollex ; S
.. - Coo‘rtﬂmafo%;1 Of‘Flce of Evalua’rloh o



‘ . ' . lf'.' 1
. Ny TR !
4 A
: : _ .
\ ' .
) . . e /\x . ' . . ‘
‘\‘ L . L] £ B e ‘ /'
; ﬁ s _ N : ~ .
4<‘ S S FINAL EVALU&TION REPORT .
S e, - '"'ESAA BILINGUAL/BICULTURAL PROJECT-;
¢ : v . ;
| 1974%1975
| "." e 2 © GRANT NUMBER OEG-6:74-1897
. * . . . ,
& : RS PROJECT NUMBER F-6-132-TOA -
S btk S ot L .
-] . A
, . .
e | _ ) . ¥ . .
e N- ' . . _ Aaroq,Acce,_Evaluator .o o L )

Xavie\\Sosa, Data Specialist

¢Angie Dismuke, Secretary

O aeproves: M@%%&Zu\/ R

SN - » Dr. Freda M. Holley :
’ : . s Coord1nator of Research and Evalu ion .
| Juné 30; 1975 . e Ty -
" -Publication Number 106.47 . o _ . Division ofllnstruction'
v R . o ' , Office oF Research and aluation
' , ¢ ¢ N S 6100 Guadalupe % -
L _ L _E . Austin, Texas 78752 '
i ‘- . . . X o ] C Z ) ’ . ot . .
.. é N e , 7. Telephone: ‘512 - 459-3810 -
! v

T . PR ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND DISCLAIMER

, . - a Grant frgm the Bepartment, of Health,.Ed tion and Welfare. However,
D tHe opinions expressed herein do not mecessarily reflect the position
' or policy of the Department and no officlal endorsement by the Departme?f

v .a{ ;J'shou%glbe inferred" ) : _ v . , A

¢ MThe project ﬁresented or reported hereinggie performed pursuant to

>

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC




« ; - - .
‘ "‘ - *:
. - ) | ‘ ™ ° ‘Il
hd ' ! X >
1_ ' . '. - -‘ : . -
S ’ * ) L N
3 . - _
. ‘ w
e L T N O
. " U" e - ,
. by et " " ‘ ’ o . v L 2
o  TABLE OF CONTENTS T N
~ ¢ . N o . N : : . *

" Chapter . ' ._._ . "3;. - ' Page - .é\',

t I . . ‘Ab‘stract .. . 5 L . . .' ‘. .'. . .

II- . Decisién Questions . .. . . 3
- . _ ) \ ) )
. _ III - s © Project Descriptidn . . . . ¢ . . .

IV " . - ) Conte-xt PR .. . e ; o e ,' '<‘\‘ ¢ o o
N A

V_ ’ . Objectives LA ] s e e e e ‘o . s o 13 t ‘ .' . ~’
. . ' S . A - ST SN o -
v Interrelationshipg « i o v o o o o S 61 - '
N : GloSSary  « '« v o o o P ;”. N L /f  .
. l . _‘. . .. ; . . . N 13 .
. / (NN Lt .. ‘. X N P ® .
‘ : ' L k) 'tzl ot -
‘ . A . . } & \(Z ’\
.' . ¢ ' ) K] ~ * 4
\ ““T) P : : '
~ - Ay L]
J— * & . { .
. ~ .. . ‘ » .

. v .
PN s \
. o - g ylg .
. . . N : e a‘ IS
. J . - ’, - -
. . I3 * ! i
» C . | 5 s x
. . . - ! . '
' v \ f 1. .
J . AN . . v
. j %/ . - L, .“\ \\t- .
. . \ ——— .,
. N . - Ci
- ' - = ; \ R
N oo - :
.. . B . ) .
. - S e . : o
. v \ o '*{ “ > . 1 §
> . - ok . - - L - < = . .

. ST T 1";; - ;2fale.' Coa g: ;}. : < - 3 .}
[}{B: : S . . ERNCA . _ o .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



. L AN
! . N I ) o -

Iy -

Thisﬁiébort presents data (collected during the formal evaluation .
bf the 1924-1975 ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural .Project in the ‘Austin
Independent Schbol District. Thd Bilingual/Blcultural Project
, has been assessed with théadesign set out by the Office of Research
v and ! vatbation s C.I.P,O odel. This year, the proi_pt involved
o four elementary school (Allison, ‘Govalle, Metz and Rqu) and
. ] . the/ xfh grade at Allan and Martin Junior High.. .- _
_ » . R L LI
.+ IStudents receiving Spanish instruezion met outcome objectives. - " 
An ‘acqui®ing basic concepts and roving lanjg‘e profﬁ.cien;:y v
L e Hﬁﬁever, the students - recedving Spawmish langusfle reading did not.
o . meet .the Spanish f’Edanhoutcome'objecqive.- The students receiving
. . English instruggion
T 'reading.

eet ;he~outcome dbgective for English .
_ - ' o
' . . K . “ “' < :
' Mgbt of the'process and input objectives wé(sjme > The process '\'_"wﬁk )
coo L - and input“objectives that VEre not met, ho er,jwere in the areas - o
o of parent volunteers in th elassrooms té assist’ teachers and 4
;curricqlum develgpment. Aldefinite area that needs ‘attention is
the training of teachers td use teacher aides . effectively in the
| classroom. Teathers and teacher aides also need to plan together
Ay o a regular bqsis. The input. objectlves relating to éurriculum &
' ““Jevelopment were not met even though this was an area ve?y
. important to the project. "} .~

N

-t

V- . . -
‘Austin Independent School Distriéé/is o
eed . as indicated by the needs

" §"Bilingual education in the
definitely filltng a great

S -assessment for thée ESAA 1974-1975 proposal. Results-from this ~
— ' . yeap's evaluat on support the view that students in bilingual : Qn.
N education ‘leayn more Spanish|than students who are not in: bilingual
‘. . .. classes, and“they also learn|as much English: s
\ ) - ; N . Py
‘ : ] ' 3 ¢
N o * DR ' . o :
oA : '
A o e ,
l‘ !3 - 7 . v , .
.o ’ 1 3
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DECISION QUESTIONS

Ope of- the most impertant services, or even the most important service
that the Office of Research and Evaluation can provide to the District
. is to give to those perizns in decision making positions the necessary
<« - data from 'which iIntelligent and prudent decisipns can be made. -

Becausé of the natyre- of federal funds some decisions have already .
been made.* If this chapter, decisiod questiong will be sta “rec-
. ommendations made.and supportive evidence discussed as an'glailable .

basis for future decisions and the planning of future bilingual
_education efforts.: Some of these questions and recommendations en-
~ . compass all of bilingdul education in the District; therefore,
‘identical recommendations and supportive data may appear here as in
the Final Evaluation Report for ESEA Title VII.- - .

. —~—— _ .

SYSTEM LEVEL DECISION QUESTIONS

s .

N a .

E »( '_ . . a . 4 L. R . )
' QUESTION “1: o . o T :
QUES .0 1 _ | ) o ~

. Should bilingual education be continued ip.the Austin“indepéhdent
"+ School District? ‘ o A Y

RECOMMENDATION: - - , o

; Bilinguai_edudation'should be gontinued in the Austin Independent Sch601
District. ~ - 3 ' L« . .

- . oy . . N . L]

' SUPPORTIVE DATA: , . RS N

~, P

: & : ' . . el :
. 'The needs assessmem? for the 1975-76 application’ for furiding under the
»y  ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project clearly shows needs which the bilingdﬁ%f
*  project is addressing. Interviews with parents and principals show
much sypport for bilingual education. Even though bilingpal.eaucation
. is relatively new in the'Ausgin_IpdepenqenA School District, ‘somes L
. positive effects have been shown by the ,evaluation of both the ESAA
Bilingual/Bicultural Project and the ESEA Title VII Project in the areas
of parsnt’attitudes as well as student cognitiﬁ?~and'affective‘growth.

\/\ o

Y . . ¢

- - - .
- QUESTION 2: A

h : L}

‘Who - shpuld ‘be included in,thg Aygtin IndepquEnt_School District bilihgdﬁl‘

>3  - ﬂ_Program? . _ L f. R - V,/- b .‘ .

RECQ)QIENDATIQN: ‘ . I - - i
‘All students who are Spa 'dqminant and all‘dther'studehté whose parents :
desire bilingual -education for -them. T B .
oo ) o ' - ' )
r. T. \ . . . ‘ v ‘ .
L] \ .
’ 7 L.
oo » ’ " . ‘- Ny
— '
. \ . .
) + 4 { -
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QUESTION 2: .

S
What directions should the area of curriculum development‘take in
the bilingual proje¢t° '
E

RECOMMENDATION L , S~

The project staff should emphasize that’ curriculum development in

the project concentrate in those special areas that are not provided
"by the books. and materials purchased for the project or adapt already
available curriculum to local needs.

\

y

( SUPPORTIVE DATA:

The difficulty the project encountered this year was that the currlculum
vritér hired had no previous experience in elementary education. A
lot of .the budget was spent on ’xeroxing on already available’ materials
and not too much time was spent . in-writing curriculum.

.Y

P

. ‘ . L N . .
QUESTION 3 N o Co A

Staff development is a very important component of the bilipgual program,
what emphasis should it be given by the”project staff? ~ Cat

i
-

@ RECO“L\IENDATION :

Staff development efforts should emphasize the acquisition of new
teaching competencies that’ 1nservice teachers are interested in

acquring and those program staff recommend for teachers in a billngual
program. . ‘

»

SUPPORTIVE-DATA S o S L

Some of the highest rated workshop sessions this- year concerned spec1fich
classroom techniques.and instructional apprOaches and -their related

teaching competencies. Another area. that Staff development may consider .
is" giving the teachers a. sound philosoplical base for bilingual education. .
-along with practical suggestions as to how better implement it in- | ; *
&he classroom. ; - ’ - - N
QUESTION 4: - : o o

' ‘What should be the role of supervision in the project classrooms?
L T : ’ PR \‘~
RECOMMENDATION: : : ’ , .
Supervisidh of progect teachers should be purposive in the sense that

* it should enhance the abilities of aﬁl program educational personnel
to increase their competencies as related to their roles as bilingual

educatorS through non-threatening counsellng/supervision approaches. .
L : : o .
.\"\\' . | S % ’
, b «
: s O
’ 8 ' ‘N}/\ ¢
. - o ,
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- SUPPORTIVE DATA: .- S
The policy on bifingual education adopted by the School Board in 1974 °
provides that all students who are Spanish dominant in grades K-3 ' ‘
receive instruction. bi1ingua11y.
.

'QUESTION 3¢

How is the bi1ingua1 program in the Austin Independent School District

to be financed7 .

RECOMMENDATION: .

‘All three available funding sources,- local, state and federal should
be tapped. - ~ / o

. SLPPORTIVE DA;Aﬂ a
3 . All three sources of funding should be tapped because the need for _
v bilingual education is found' in many campuses throughout the District., =~

: The weason that}local state, and. federal monies should be utilized
: . is because some, of. the federal guidelines are accompanied by restrictive
y s * guidelines regarding the student eligibility. . Therefore,. the full.
' . needs of the Austin Independent School District can anly’ be’ met through
o ' - local fﬁading supplementing the campuses and/or activities not provided
: " for under federal governmental assistance. ‘ v :

'Pxocmxkp:vm DECISION QUESTIO’\IS . S \

N . -

1 -

QUESTIOI‘L&: u Lo 1

-

Should the sixt grade bilingual program at. Martrn and Allan Junior _
‘ High Schools be ncluded in the 1975-1976 ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural

"+  Project? -
-

- RECOMMENDATEON:

v . ) ) . L.
‘ The bilingual prdgram at Allan and Martin should be kept. : -~
: : L. o -~ i . ) .

3
-

SUPPORTIVE DATA: R
&) )

If the bilingual program is to have any continuity, it ‘should include
Alian and Martin: However. in order to have a viable program at these
“two schools, certa1n changes need to.take place. The existence of the

. bilingual program at these two schools for the last two years has been
_rather questionable. One of the major problems has been that of °
Stheduling. Unlike the sixth grade centers, Allan and Martin are,
strictly speaking,  junior high schools and.are scheduled in that manner.
The sixth grade students in the bilingual program* have suffered because
of this type of scheduling. An are that also. needs clarification is
the use and availability of materia%g._ Someone at each campus needs
to be identified as a contact person by the program staff in order
to make available materials to the teachers and students of the project.

.
N . : . : : . )
- . N - .

. . .
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SUPPORTIVE DATA:

N

Even though classrooms were regularly visited, a stated purpose for

each visit and more-structure to these observations by the instructional

supervision would be beneficial. A sypervision program of this nature

would facilitate the growth of project teachers through non-threatening,

non-evaluative proceduresy This type.of supervision allows the class-

// room teacher and. superv1s;¥ to eollaboratively establish a set of

* formative evaluation procedures which havé-the potential to promote

professional gr‘yth with regard to specified competencies and . personal
growth as well.

o . |
QUESTIOV 52 R - .

What - should evaluation address itself to in the bilingual project?

RECOWMENDATION

The evaluation of the project should direct itself to specific decision‘
questions generated by the project staff, This evaluation should be
conducted using standardized research methodology whenever possible. )

-

SUPPORTIVE DATA: )
Evaluation 4s most useful when.it provides data to decision makers T
« to make critical decisions that will affect the future or the direction
‘of "a program. This data needs to be reliable and dependable and for
this reason strict standardized.research methodology should be' followed
whenever possible.

- . A ,
QUESTION 6:- o o C e
: ~ :

 What*staffing patterns seem to be the most- effective in the‘bilingual
program9 : -, . . ”

_ RECO‘IMENDATION H
Teaming the bilingual and monolingual feachers with the support of a
teacher aide is recommended. Oral Spanish can be tan}ht effectively
by a resource aide working with monolingual teachers
SYPPORTIVE DATA: : . . . v
" Students in the classroons where a bilingual teacher and a monolingudl
- teacher teamed consistently scored higher in Spanish and English on tests -

N than students in a self-contained monolingual classroom.'
- * -

. : . - I
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QUESTION 7:

El

Should the position of parental involvement cialist be refunded - .
next, year? . . :
— Ly ' o -
RECOMMENDATION. .
—  The parental involvement specialist pos tion should not be refuﬂded
next year. :’
-SUPPORTIVE DATA: * \ ,

The principals felt that the community epresentatives &#hould hé under
' * their directiom and that the pareital fnvolvement coordinator shouldd | .
\\ be a mesource person to them., Considering the cost for this.position , -
and the fact that ESAA has only four community representatives N
parental involvement coordinator cannot be justified. This responsibilty
could be assumed by the campus bilingual specialists that are included ",
in the:1975-1976 ESAA proposal. °Furkhermore, the community representatives- ‘. .
stated in. their interviews that 65% of the:time they are self-directed
' and do not depend on the coordinator toxtell them what to do., . 7 -

QLESTION 8. . : . ' . '

, ,
. '.Should the Spanish Criterion Referenced Test (SpCRT) be continued to )
< .  Dbe used by the project? _
RECOMMENDATION'

r . ® . [N
The Spanish Cvzterion Referenced Test should, be used by ‘teachers as- &
" diagnostic 1instru ent. The SpCRT does provide a useful’
. diagnostic tool os€ use should be encouraged.. On the other hand
the inconsistency with which the SpCRT was adminlstered and scored -
, ’ and the non-use of the studént profiles.by many teachers maﬁ‘h\its' e
"value as an evaluation instrument rather doubtful. o
>

Additional inservice train1ng on the administratioh\gnd‘use of the -
SpCRT would probably not be beneficial since the topic was covered

during the summer workshop and was a topic of a workshop conducted .
.in September. . What is necessary, is a commitment on the part of the ' s
_teachéfﬂ\to use the SpCRT. o : ~ o

. V4 ! - .v"( .—\
. v .
[y ) ,
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S o PROJECT DESCRIPTION - e

- . ' ) * e i
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Program R . - S B . '\
The 1974 1975 ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project in the Austin Independent ot
Schodl District was funded from Buly.1, 1974 through June 30, 1975 for a
total ‘budget of.$271,530. 00. The purpose of ESAA is to. provideiresources’ N
for the elimination of racial isolation “in school districts under a
desegregation order by a federal court A portion of the availablelﬁunds‘
,are ‘designated for the elimxnation of isolation of minority students

whose primary language is other than English by providing jnstruction in

- their primary language and by emphasiiing the contributions’of their

culture : K : T »

g

Aystin's "ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Proje:§'was designed to establish a -«

comprehensiye program of bilingual education in Spanish and English
schoals with the hjighest concentratlon of Spanish dominant Mexicaoféf#

American students g : ~ ‘
Six schools.participated: ' I v *
. . _". v . ) .. )
Allison Elementary (K-5) o Allan Junior High (6)
. Govalle Elementary (K-5) . ° - Martin Jugilor High (6)- . :
‘Metz Elementary (K-5) ' = . , _ ' R ‘o
Palm. Elementary (K—S) 7 . ot . '

“

-/

’

\

The number of students participating in the ESAA Bilingua Biculturgl
Project was - 1400.° Table III.1, breaks out the project stddents by ethnid®
group. . Table I11.2 yields proJect totals these figures are Jpased on the
19/4-1975 enrollment.

e

%%; . T, ) ’
The project funded six and a half professional staff posiflons, three
secretarial positions, twenty teacher aide positions, and four community
representativesq S o ,_- N

.
-

- The major components of the project/were Instruction, Staff Deyelopment,‘

~
.’

-

-

“accorded to each of the languagEsnln both content-areas’ dand language

Curriculum Development, Parental Involvement, and Evaluation. .

The Bilingual Education Model adapted for the ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural
Project is described as an Instfuctlbnal rogram encompassing the total
educational process in which two languages, English and Spanish - are used
for a portion of all the curriculum. The amount ‘of time and the treatment -

_instruction. is cqmmensurate Wwith the individual needs of students.. Inheqevt
in the program ofé?iringual inst#uction #s the teaching of the cultural
herftage of the p¢ ople whose languages are used and of Lbeir COntributlons
to fhe community, the _statey and the country. - Yo, .

1:

. For stldents. whose: first language is other than English, the teaching of

concepts; content information, . -and att1tudes apd relationships is under- - T
taken entirely in the first language until sufficient facility pt achieved
in fhe use of beth lan%uages. :

% . . ¢
¢
¢

A
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Tﬁe“ﬁustinvIndegendent School District Bilingual Education Instructional

Model adheres the Statewide Design for Bi}ingual Education adopted by )
the State Board. of Education arid the Austin ndependent School District

School Board Policy on Bilingual/Multlcultural Educatlon. L,
. " - AN
'_EValuation ' : T - . ¢ B o d>k\\‘\\\\\

A"

The evaluation design for the ESAA Bilingual/Blcultural PrOJec; was based
on Austin Independent School D1str1ct s C.I.P.0. evaluation model (C= cbntent

- I=inputs, P=processes, and O—OUngmes) All of the obJectives outlined here

were developed by the ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project as an expansion -

_\of the objectives and evaluation activities described in the proposal approved

/

by the Office’ of Education. This design reflects both formative and
sum:ative evaluation.  Formative ezgi;atlon ieports were 1ssued pon the.
comnletion of maJor events within projec )

Sumnative Evaluatlon ;- . B . -

Sum-ative evaluation focused upon the stud outcome objectiQes for the.
projezt. Table IIIL.3 on "the following pag presents the standardized

{nstrunents being used, students being tested, dates of testing, and all

prograns in Austin Independent School District.participating in the testing.

" In all cases where respurces pérmltted testing was conducted by staff
" frox the Office of Research and Evaluatipn, Teachers and aides administered
. s AY :

other instfuments. E . A
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Ethnic (,omposulon of the AISD ESAA BLlinL,ual/Bicultural I‘roject

i . 1974-1975 ' ' (

. v . . ) - .

' Mexican American| % of total,‘Mexican{ Blacks in i toltjal Black - Anglos in [% ef total Angl
in bilingual * American enroll- | ' Rilingual  pnrollment that } Bilingual enrollment that
classes'y ment :that received Ed\i@tivn - received bilin- Education .|received bilin-

e “|bilingual Edugation) pual Education gual Education

- . ‘ - o ‘

) 390 64 % 35 29% 5 >15%

> s N L ' \

290 . 55 %. 49 28 % 7 . 187
— - L -
C_, . . . K L ! (\-J ) \J—, Y o 4

-5y | 282 50 % 1 oy, 0 0,007

" ¢ } ' . 3
Ve
(-5) 266 67 % 1 3% 4 44 %
: '
: \ y .
. .9 .l

Junior o - ko L

S 74 ¢ 53% 34 ?g&lf49 % 4 50% -

Junidr . : L ~

6) 98 272 7 19% 2 ©13%
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: Project Wide Ethnic Composition of Students . '//
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Number of Mexican

_ . American C. . - . ‘
v . . (Percentage) ) 9 : (Percentage) . (Petcentage) 'y v.;

v . - - . _ —7 :
. 2620 a0 s )
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‘ SCHOOLS' croup ,é,.: kﬁ.ﬂ/;nfcovalle, Hetz. Palm, - Ort:esa,-Brooke, Becker,

N

. Dawson, Ridgetop, Zavala ’ 4
GroUp B -~ Reilly, Browm, Haple;ood Rosedale

Tegting' Prqgtéﬁ;

| Tayfe\:u 3 T

A T

: \ -
. 'J‘- . Group C ~/Martin, Allan, Baker, Joslxn, Webb Travis He:.ghts, Read Blantoa
. . - S O ! )
.~ Instrumént™ »Studeﬁfs - 'l'est Dates P * \
o Schools  Grades- ple - -

s California = - A 7 2-5 g Oé't..,,- 74
_Achievezeat =~ R va
Test-Reading T B _ N s

. ‘ . ) - - V N "Y . ’ . .o w ¥ d
California A,C  2-4-6 1002° Feb., 75 TL, T7; B/B, PA, IGE
. ¢ -AcHievemeant . . A : . | . AISD o

T Ies:—-’eadmg; p F v - ot IR

. - N . . Pl . . -

s & Hath. % : Py ‘-‘ '- — ! ' - i
C_al;.fornia '_ A 3-5,,’. 1002 . Apre, 15 * T '1'7,_B_/B', RA, +IGE. N
Athievenent ) " - - . I s

+ Test-Reading / L ws .

. : - N g . e e s L :

~ Piers-Harris A 734 50% .. Nov., 74 T1, T7, B/B, PA, IGE ~
SelfyConcept ., (Ridgetop o \ - '
Te ' " A * Dawson May,’ 75 ‘
. _only Bil. ' S e
N ) classes) N "
 School” A 34 50% Nov., 74 11, T7, B/B, PA, IGE
Sentiment - (Ridgetop . C o "
Index . Dawson May, 75 -
o, only Bil, - : ,
\ 5 classes) ! g
. - / . - - e .
Primary. . A,B K X per , Nove, 74 }'1'1, T7, B/B, PA, IGE
Self—Concept L class : _ ‘ .
'rest ' A,B K May, 75 !
Boeho Test .. .- . A,B K 100% Sept./74 T1, T7, B/B, PA, IGE
of Basic = . ' e - '
Concepts’ Feb. /75
James or . AB - K,1 . ]00Z Sept./74 T7, B/B, AISD
PAL Lang. S N : v ' ] 3 '
Don. Test B . 3 ’
., ALl Sp. ‘\7 '
James™or . A,B K,1 Dominant  May, /74 17, B/B C\
PAL- Lang. All bils : J e
Dom, Test 1/4 Eng. - i
) . - Dcminant -
pax'\)ish ‘- " AB K5 Eilmsual Oct. /7lo 17, B/B, \%
riteripn - . classes R .o .
Ref, Test e Y
Spaaish A,B k=5 . 1/3 of*ea. Oct./7lo 17, B/B
Criterion bil. class .
Ref. Test. TN .
Inter- A / 1-5 ° 1/3 of ea. May,/74 17, B/B
" Apericsn ( / - bil, class .
Series (- | '
' )
< KEY: T1 {JTitle I PA = Project Assist (ESAA) o
T7 =" Title VII © IGE X Individually- Gudied Education

' B/B= ESAA Bil./Bic.

1 7AIS:D
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District Testing Program
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A -, The context is defin in the Austin- Independent Sch ol Dist ict s - =
: i évaluation‘model as' that portion of the program situation oveX which -
. a pregram has no control. .The' contéxt of the. ESAA.Bilingual/ cultural - )
"4 Project. is descypibed here so .that all data, con lusiGhs, arld r .

-, mendations whi follow may be considered in r ition.to all non~'
-project variables:existing s u}taneouSly with project influences. ~

Demographic Data B T v T
\ . ’- .1 . . ‘{\ ¢ ' ‘ , ‘!}
~ Tables IV 1 and Iv, la present the general demograpﬂic data for the six. '
Pfoject schools. All. schopls arg_below district averagés for mean family~~ 1
"~ *inco and abaveé average Nor percentage of minority group students .
~ «‘, enrblled. e o . L) o :
oo f N ‘ A , . ~ .

F Achievement D#ra . . e '

.o StuQent achievement entr levels in 1974-1975 for Projeht elementary o
schools were lower than fhe district median and the national norm ‘
s for all schools. The project was operating in a context whsre low L
> achievement levels werehcommon. o

N .
S : ’
4 . ’ ’ M
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School Personnel

- ”Table IV.2 and IV. 2a break down the professional staff in ‘each Project
. sc*ool by ethnic group. Generally, these. faculties consist of a larger
- . . percentage of minority group members thag the district as a whole. The
-peroentage of minofity group faculty members is, however, lower than- » ii.
the percentage of minorizz ‘group students enrolled in Project sghools.

oy

g_Pupil Teacher Ratio : - ‘ . ..
Pas ¢. e - ~ < )
R .+ The Austin Independen;(Schoel District reduced pupil teacher ratio in - .

."/ . low income schools in- 1973. , Therefore, the ratio for project schools .
‘ in the 1974-1975>school year was about 22.7 to 1 as compared to the

"*ig\ . district average of 25.7 to 1 and the highar income schools average of T
T ’ 27 to 1. ) _ . - T\\\\vv '
v o : B .' / L
Other Special Projects v . . : : . . : 1

‘ - . v

The schoolsﬁdesignated as ptoject schools for ESAA é/so qualinyunder the : .
guidelines for other special programs. As a result, students receive . |
multiple special treatments, facultiesyare trained by multiple project
, . staffs, and principals are required to.Mqnage the implementation of multiple
t;‘ programs. ‘Th® District also funds pilot, ojects for special purposes in
.

‘some of the ESAA schools.. - _ _ {' o OO .
T S . . 3 .
The -end result is that schools are under pressure to meet “he requirements '

- of the standard curriculum whilé undergoing change instittite¢ by these -
special programs. . The overlap of these effbcts also masks program effects.
, "' What student outcomes can be attributed tq which treatments or combination
' 8 treatme ts is. in mosti.cases .impossible. to’ determine. Therefore, the’
same data reported here hay be reported elsewhere to show the effects of
~ anothey program. A _ : 3




In 1970, each of-the Project eleﬂentary schools began a lotally funded
. Bilingual Program. This ,program. provided minimal staff training. and ’
resources, but did involve sthd t..in grades K-2 previgus t

ESAA Bilingual/ﬁicultural Pr in ‘some form of Spagish i truction. /

4
Overall ~Bflipgual/Bicultural Project Schools ard not relresenta dve . 4" ¥ Fm’
of the Austin Independeng’ School Pistrict ‘asa» whole: : P thools

‘are characterized bx/a layxge Maxican)Amercian population, %R family
. ineomes, larger ‘thafi average £amilies! and lower than average standardize)~7
achievement teBt scores. | . _ . o
: y, e ?r:\A._‘\)l .
-'This year, has been the‘EEcond brogram ‘year of the ESAA Bilingual/ o
BiculturaI Prbject in’ the Austin Iﬂﬂependent School District. These: schools in
the project fow have many materials that—haveabeen ordgred the ld%t two '
~ years and, aré. familiar with the project and. its objectiges. S \ '

. - e - ol ‘- ' :
"The state \of . Texas has funded a bilingual program in the tin Independent
School Digtrict called.Senate Fill 121. The influence of this program in *

- the project schools has been minimal, if any, since the Senate Bill’ 121
schools are not the same as the ident fied é§3n schools. ' - e
r ~Q§'
Title VII Bilingual program was establighed_}n sixteeq/schools in the
{Austin Independent®School District. This was the first year of the '

- project. -‘Again, these schools« are different from tke ESAA s;hools. Vith .

so many schoolg in a bilingual program, this™®buld have raiséd the level
of awareness in the schoolscommunity at large of the bilingual program .
in the schools‘, e _ o Ce ~ L
) . . < v v ” .. . z . .
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| S, Enroll'met 1973-1974 A
u_ .~.0‘ . ,. . . '_‘ ‘ R [ SN .\ N . .5 \

. 1. School ‘_.I_:?nfolly.en_t\. ~ Mexican | Bgl-aclgﬁ\\Other ‘ -~ Low 1
J N . American 1 > | Income

ST R A s T A

v

-3

.

759 Yy >eox | iz |omo|” 76%

S

A P A‘_\! SR A SN
F =

)
) ¥
5 g " R

. B Lt > . . B A
'-g‘qug;ufe A n w98 - 692 . | . 24% 7% 9%
"‘ . . . N g K3 - . N

.- - - — — - 3 . " T ( N

| Metd 7 so3. 0 [ - o-e8z- |~ 1z 18 |" e
- » -,. .. L\' ‘ .. . . ; ir . 4 C e K
Palm~ [. 468 | 98z | .1z |Y x| 8w -

Callan | 133 68T c le . 292 |7 33 | 8oz

~ "

. | mareta - | O& T [~ ooz | ez |x.13 | *sux

]

: . . N N -
Lo ) X . - f ~ .
. / . : . . ' ‘ <

| District | .'sg,332 | . . 21z | .is'r/i} 64% 432

- -+ Tablely. la
| _ .Enrollment 1974-1975

.» “‘. . . h {V N . *

~ [ school ~—Enrollment |  Mexican | Black | Othe¥| Low
' . . : American, | L | Income

" .| Algeon | 767 | . sox' | 16z 4% | 83% -

R [ covalle 739 - . 1y | 23% |, 67% 872
._ /ﬁ/ © Metz . 589 .98%° 12 - 1% 837

Palm -~ | 409 - 97% 1z | 2z | 90%

o Allan | 1020 | | 67% . 30% 37 | 63
Martin 886. - |- 90% 3 47 | 58%"
District| 58,457 o224 | 1s5% |- 63% | 267

-
& -
.
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- Table IV. "2 Y
o  Ethnic Composition of ,Facu-itiea 1973-1974 ¥,
N - Sechiool = . Mexican -, — Black GOthez" - Total
. NI . American | N , . -
' ~Allison |. 192 S 21% 60% | 42
. ™+ | Govalle 332, 9z | 482 N 52 |
Metz - | 337 - |- 15%° 522 | 40
;| Palm 23% T 202 572 . .30
Allan . 17%_ 17z, |, 662 w2
. . : ) i LN
~ | Martin o o21%’ ¢ 8% 71% . 51
, _District 6z . | 14z | 80 | 3,055
C .'s.w,,;_ : ‘ ' Table 1IV. 2a

. Ethnic Cdmpdsition of Faculties 1974—1-975”

_ n

\- . e School - Mexican. *  Black - ' Other : Totai '
' R Y . pmerican- |. = - N _
%‘M(%g“k/ 25.6% | . 12.5%| 6l.5z| 39
- c%ge)lne 34.2% 23.7%| 42a%] 8-
M%tsz; xan 41.9% .1 16.1 %. 41.9% .31
Paln ! o 3004% | 13%2 | 56.5%| . 23
| Allan L 27.3% | t1s.2z | sa.sx| 1\1 '
: . Martin . : - - 16
RN ) |~ 12.5% 120% ) TR 1/6
o District | . 7.2% 13.3% 79.37| 2758\ |~
‘\ . ' \\
. \\"
’ |
y N k
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' This chapter investigates tﬁe3stétedagpj&§£ives;bf‘the.74—]5* ESAA

Bilingual Project. These-objectiVeg-weie?derivedvfrom the outline for the A
project's evaluation as it appeared in the"proposal approved. by the Office -
of Education. The evaluation design was briefly‘dessribed in Chapter.ITI
showing the relationships among the three. levels of objectives. These _
. "levels are inputs, processés, and outcomes as.deéfined in the Ausgin Indépendent .
- ‘School District's CIPO Evaluation Model. . "\ | o - g
. : - / - v . . . . .
On the following pages, each objective appears in IS plete form, the level
of attainment is stated, and the evidence used to determine .the level of attain-
.ment is discussed. - - = : . '

. o . \ - 23

_References are made frequently to more detailed descriptions of the'daﬁa sum- -
marized here. Parallel to this Final Evaluation Report is a Final Technical
Report which contains the more statistical and detailed. treatments of the

' data collected. The appendices referred to in .this chapter are appendices: .
to this Final Technical Report, a copy of which is on .file in the Office of e
Research and Evaluation. '
‘The numbering of the objectives follows this format. ' The first etter. refers
to ‘either the cognitive (C) or the affective (A) domain. The sécond letter
designates the language addressed by the objective, either Spanish (S) or
English (E)." The first number identifies.the ‘outcome. objective, the second -
identifies the related process -objective; and the third identifies the related .
input objective. ~ . o R

Example:
SN . cS3.2.4
T Mea

C = .Cognitive Domain

A

5= . Spanish e
3 = Outcome Objective m—
o2 frocess_Objec;ive ——

4 = InputhbjeCtiVe"

-w)

o

L]
: ¢

" All the outcome objectives are presented first, then process objectives, =~
and then input objectives. E o . e . L

a'~> : b e . ' Q o :




. i . l : o .. . . )( . X ‘. .'. \’"“
-SUMMARY OF OBJECTIVES

’ - "ESAA Biiinédalf§icu1t“ral<PF°je°t . S
- - . \,"" - B . -7 |

This table summanizes the objéttives and their at&ainment. Although
, the level of attainment of some objectives was difficult to gategorize
.« f# . as either adequate of iQadeguate, a detérmination was made by the
project evaluator in order to assist the District in decision maxing
: :.concerni g the project. O ectives met afe typed in all capital letters.
A Obje'-Iﬂ t are‘typed in 1qwer_case letters. Objectives not

' measured are ed in\parentHESes. . : S "

. _ { S, :
"~ A full  listing of thése obJectives and the evidence on .which the levels
" of attalnment weré-based~is included in this report.» The descriptors .
K3

-yse@d jere for each obJectlve also appear on the- listings of thHe. o

.

" detaile objectives. . . L™ :
r ‘ : 7y “
. ” £y
. . . . - ' -
! ALL CAPITAL LETTERS = OBJECTIVE MET
» . L J ]
S o "all lower case letters = objective not met
N .. ’ . . ) \ / 1 . : . ' :
Lo, (Parentheses) o = Objective Not Measured .
. ” . ‘
. v




'SUMMARY OF OBJECTIVES

[

1

Area Outcomes Processes Inputs
. . X ¥ L
Spanish 3 - RASIC CONCEPTS SPANISH INSTRUCTION ' §UMMER STAFF TRAININGﬁ
‘Cognitive . o . : o :

\

" ON-GOING STAFF TRAINING

' BILINGUAL AIDE

parent volunteers

"MATERIALS

SUPERVISION

Ky

LANGUAGE,

~ . 'PROFICIENCY

LISTENING/SPEAKING

SUMMER STAFF TRAINING

on-going training

gILINGﬁAL'AIDzs'

MATERIALS

parent volunteers »

SUPERVISION

reading skills

£

'DOMINANT LANGUAGE DOMINANCE TESTING
INSTRUCTION . __
- SUMMER STAFF TRAINING
. | AIDE -TRAINING
- ] SUPERVISION
| o bl o
READING/WRITING MATERIALS -

- -

B}

SUMMER STAFF TRAINING

PRENE

on-going training

MATERIALS

e

1

SUPERVISION

- .
parent vo}unteers

GROUPngiL -
INDIVIDUALIZATION

"BILINGUAL -AIDE

SPANISH CRT

SUMMER STAFF TRAINING

. ON-GOING STAFF TRAININC

SUPERVISION




i

.

. SUMMARY

OF OBJECTIVES

-t

L

Area

Fd

Qutcomes

0 Processes

.. Inputs

Spanish
Cognitive
Cohtinued .,

o

“r

P

“READING SKILLS
. CONTINUED .

i
1

BILINGUAL TEACHERS

TEAM TEACHING

use -of aide °

X :

plaﬁniné with teacher

BILINGUAL AIDE

summer staff training .f\;

on-going t;ainiﬁg .

1

.‘ N
parent volunteers

- scheduling volunteers

local th%s

-

-

F . -

curriculum listfﬁgs

curriculum development

currieculum development

" English

Cognitive

' LISTENING/SPEAKING

M

&

a

/

2

4

'ksumER_'STAFF TRAINING.

on—gqiné §ta€f‘traiﬁing

~. BILINGUAL AIDE

‘parent volunteer

‘|- MATERIALS '

L

. SUPERVISION. PR,

_ "SUMMER,_ STAFF -TRAINING "

on-going. staff gfainihg,-

BILINGUAL AIDE

NN

™

MATERIALS

- 7.

‘parent‘volunteers

| vsueervisTon |

READING SKILLS

DOMINANT LANGUAGE

‘| DOMINANCE TESTING .

> i

. - - INSTRUCTION T3 s"i‘fl}STAFF ?RAINI&G
Lo . AIDE TRAINING:
R { \ o " SUPERVISION )
R | “ vl . mateRtas o
‘  reading/writing _ _:;-SUMMFR1§§&EF TkAININGiﬂ,
-7 28 o



. - SUMMARY OF OBJECTIVES e o

. = . R4
., " Area = . Outcomes - Processes Inputs
P < : -— r
R Y | - < - - - ,
. . ' _ . | READING/WRITING . . on-going staff training
: ’ N - CONTINUED - - ' __ - :
/ O s L - ‘I MATERIALS - . .//f o
- 3 "( S .~ J .~ |. SUPERVISION -
. oy : ¢ . r : ': i . .
. ) i ‘ .parent volunteers .
T B | 7| BILINGUAL.AIDE v
Affective | .. high self | CULTRUA} REFERENCES ~| SUMMER STAFF TRAINING
3| coneept I 'ON-GOING. STAFF TRAINING -
. . ' . » ’ ™~ . v 4
: 1 th{NGUAL AIDE
i R R S ! MATERIALS -
- S R ; curriculum development
? ~  o co parent volunteess . -
- ?: . ’ : - - - - B
S P e - .| SUPERVISION . . -
o attitude toward| ALL OTHER - ALL OTHER INPUTS ‘.
v ..} - school - . PROCESSES -
- l ad . 3} )
.
\ . v , ;'o“ .
A . ] A
. .' A
o/ '
h
a
’ i
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OUTCOME OBJECTIVES

OBJECTIVE CSli BASIC CONCEPTS Ty - oL
] av ' - ! )
Spanish dominant K students receiving instructfon in Spanish will achieve
the midyear socioeconomic norm when tested for basic concepts on the
'3OEET-Test'of'Basic Concepts (Spanish edition) in February, 1975.

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

- . . N

This exceeds the midyear sdEibggonomic.norm.

The mean .scores for the four ESAA:Bilingual/Bicultu:al scores was.35}64.

 EVIDENCE: =~ RS R : L.

© EVIDENCE - e -

\

Q (::? . 2T

. , - . S o
AXl K students in 6rojeét schopls were tested with the Boehm Test of Basic
Concepts in February, 1975. The mean score for all project students ,
combined was 35.64. This exceeds the desired midyear socieconomic norm of 35,-
3. On an individual school basis, two ¢f the schools met: the objective

and, two did not. Appendix J describes the results in detail.

! OBSEQTIVE CS2: LANGUAGE. PROFICIENCY

K and 1 students who initially score below 50% in Spanish oral-language
proficiency (September, 1974) on the James or PAL Language domingnce test
and who receive Spanish as a Second Language- -$88%) or Spanish as a First
Language (SFL) instruction will demonstyate a significant gain (p £ .05)
on a posttest, April, 1975. . @

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED - " -

The gains in‘Spanish language proficiency for project studehts was

significant ‘at the .05 level of confidence.

Appendix K describes this testing and presents the results 1in more detail.
Significant gains were recorded in Spanish langudge proficiency for project .
.students who are Spanish dominant, bilingual or English dominant. . BN

3

OBJECTIVE CS37 READING SKILLS - . B .

a. At least 60% of the project students receiviﬁg’instructfbn'in Spanish
communication skills will demonstrate a significant gain.in Spanish
,communidation skills from pretest date (fall, 1974) to ﬁosttést-date

" (spring, 1975) as measured by the A.I.S.D.. Spanish Reading Criterion
Referenced Test (SpCRT)." A significant gain will be defined as the

ﬁeeting of 75% of the objectives identified for each student's
pre§CribQ?'ipstructional level. ’

.y



. : . Lo T C . L

b. 'Spanish dominant~students, K-l will demonstrate an increase in Spanish
. pre-reading and reading skills as indicated by a significantly higher
- number of student's (p £. 05) passing at least 50% of the objectives
identified for,each instructional level on the Spanish Criterion Re-~
ferenced Test (SpCRI) posttest (spring, 1975) than on the pretest
: (fall, '1974). AN :
c. English and Spanish dominant students receiving\instruotion in Spanish o
‘ reading, 2-5, will demonstrate an increase, #n Spanish readingtskills
’ .as indicated, by a significantly higher number of student's (p < .05)

passing ‘at least 50% of the objectives identified for each instructional s
level on the SPCRT posttest (Spring, 1975) than on the pretest (fall
1974)

 d. Students tested in the spring of 1974 on the Interamerican Series B
Préiebas in Spanish, will demonstrate a significant  increase (p <& 05) '
in Spanish skills on a posttest in. the’ spring of '1975.

'LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED
....' 8 Py ) o
‘a. ‘Overall 60% of thexproject students met 75% of the objectives at their
instructional level at levels A, C, and D, "but not at level B of the
SpCRT‘ Levels E and F had too few students tested to measure. . '
ha¥‘0ver 50% of the objectives showed significant gains by K and 1 stude1ts
in levels A, B, and C. . .
. ’ l,‘
S Cc. 0ver 50% of the objectives showed significant gains by 2-5 students on ‘d
) level Co~ Levels E and_F had to students tested to measure. “~Level  F
D did not have significant gains . evident : S

d. In comparing this years results from last years data, there are no
© consist gains.or losses among.the schools. O0f the four grade levels
tested jn the four scores, nige mean increased and seven means decreased
from pre to -post testing
A Y

' EVIDIINCE

-

)

A pendix R reports the results of the SpCRI sting.
. a. When results were analyzed to determ the percentage'of project students
‘ who passed from one instructional level to another, the overall percentage
vas over\GOZ : ‘ -

‘b. 'K and. l students were identified at levels A, B, and C of the SpCRT. On
all three of these levles there were significant gains made on 50% or more
'of the individua}.objectives

Ca 2-5 students were identified at levels C D, and E Level.C is the only
" 1ével where there were significant gains of on at least 50% of the individual
" objectives. On level D there’ significant gains on fewer than 50%. of the.
' objectives Level E had too few students passing to measure’.
“d. Students in projecd\schools were testing in the Spring of 1974 A random
' selection.Qf students took the Pruebas in the Spring of 1975. =

. o '." .
L . . .. ' .
S ‘ o L P _
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_ OBJECTIVE CEl: - BAEIC'CONCEPTS

English domin&nt K students receiving instruction in English will achieve -
the midyear socioeconomic norm when tested for basic concepts on the Boehm
¢ Test of Basic Conéepts (English editon) in February, l%ﬁ\yl// .

oot -
.

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. o S ) o - .

The mean scores for the four ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural scores was ' 35.64.
: This exceeds the midyear socioeconomic norm. -~ , i
o o : ‘
EVIDENCE. ACHIEVEI;1
' All K students in project schools were tested with the Boehm Test of Basic
Concepts in February, 1975. The mean score for all project students
* - combined’was 35.64.. This exceeds the désired midyear socieconomic norm
of 35.3. On an individual school basis two met the objective and two
of them did not. Appenddix J described the results in detail.

OBJECTIVE CE2: LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY

K and 1 students.  who initially score below SOA in English oral language
proficiency (September, 1974) on the James or PAL language dominance test
- and who receive English as a Second Language (ESL) or English ag a First N
Language '(EFL) 4nstruction will demonstrate a significant (p £ .05) gain-
.on a posttest, April, 1975 ' , R
» : . . -0

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: - ACHIEVED

The gains in English language proficiency for project students were
significant at the .05 level of confidence. - -

o EVIDENCE. N

Significant gains were recordediiin English guage proficiency ‘fqa project
studepts who are English domin t,_bilingual or Spanish dominant.

- —— —— — e > e i
" T

Ap endi;dK described this testig and preseRts the —results An more detail.

. OBJECTIVE CE3: READING SKILLS -t *'
At least 607 of th& project students receiving instruction in English
" communication skills will demonstrate a significant gain in English
- communication skills as indicated by an increase of at least .6 month per
‘month of instruction from: pretgest (fall, 1974) to posttest date (spring,
.'1975) as measured by the California Achievement Test's Reading Subtest.

¢

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT' ACHIEVED !

¢ . -
-~ For students pre and post tested the percentage showing a gain of at least .
.6 per month are: - A - . R

Y

Al

. .~ 63% of second grade students in bilingual classes.
) " 80% of second grade students in team classes.
' 67% of fourth grade students in bilingual classes.
' 66% of fourth grade students in team classes. (;- T

A}

RS



R v .
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" EVIDENCE:

Second .and fourth grade students were pretested in October, 1974 and posttested -
in February, 1975:! The gdins made for project bilingual and team classrooms
were calculated to show the percentage of students reported phove to have

gained .6 month per month of instruction., The full results gre reported in
Appendix L. - ' ‘

ZOBJECIIVE CEQ‘ MATH SKILLS

Students receiving math inbtruction in English 2 and 4, wi11 demonstrate'a -
significant increase (p & .05) in math skills as measured by the Math Subtest.
of the California Achievement Test when fall, 1974 mean scores are compared
to spring, 1975 mean scores in prOJect schools. '

- 4

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT

" This objective was not measured. - o . : ' N

'EVIDENGE"

Project students took the Math subtest only once during t *he school vyear,
therefore, gains cannot be calculated until they are retested in the 1975~ 1976
school "year.




= OBJECTIVE Al. HIGH ‘SELF CONCEPT . L

Students in praject classrooms (K, 3,_and 4) will demonstrate significantly f
(p &£.05) more positive self-concepts in the Spring, 1975 than in the

_fall, 1974. Tests used will be the Primary Self Concept (K) and the
Piers—Harris Self- Concept Scale (3 and 4).

LEVEL #ATTAINMENT' NOT ACHIEVED

_ K students showed .a significant gain in their self concepts beyond the ..05 level
( ef conf¥dence. Third and fourth grade students sconygs showed no significant
'change. ' : ’ ' o .
. EVIDENCE' o : oL f e,

’

o M . o . " ¢

K students were randomly sampled in, the fall to take the PS( These students..
were retested in the. spring. There was change in their sd¥res significant
‘beyond the .05 level of confidence. (see Appendix 0)« _ ’
Third and. fourth grade students were pre and post tested on the PH-SC. Their
scores showed no significant change. ' . :

OBJECTIVE A2' ATTITUDE TOWARD SCHOOL

Students in project classrooms (3 and 4) ;ii;/show a significant‘increase
(p < .05) in positive attitudes toward sc from pre-test date (Octcber,
1974) to posttest date (April 1975), as measured by the School Sentiaent
Index.

R . _ o . SN
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT - NOT ACHIEVED
. Third and fourth grade project students showed no significant change ia
their attitudes toward school S P , .

EVIDENCE' _
e N

Third and fourth grade students were , administéred the School Sentiment’ :

Index in the fall and again in the. spring Their scores showed no significant

< change.




“ - PROCESS OBJECTIVES S . &\'

OBJECTIVE CSl;l:~hSPANIS! INSTRUCTION SN o

1

"Spanish dominant K students will rec@®ive the\najority of instruction
in basic concepts inq?panish. : : ;
v

-When asked to'indicate the langﬁage in which each student receives the
most instruction, K teachers{will indicate ?Zantgh far 95% of the

< students identified by them as Spanish Homindn't.

(&

. LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED -
' ' This objective was not direE ly measured.‘

A

EVIDENCE: . ‘ ' ] TrE s

When teacher were asked wha .part of their time was spent in teaching
in Spanish, they reported atf least one quarter of thejr time was spent

” ‘teaching in Spamish. In the teacher aide interview, the aides said

, v that 46%.of their time is spent in instrugtional reinforcement and

-« . that 51% of their instructional time is conducted in Spanish.

X Do b . .

o ¥
OBJECTIVE CS2.1: L}EEENING/SPEAKING \

[}

a

All students, K-5, will engage in weekly 1isten1ng and. speaking activities
in Spanish. When asked how frequently students engage in listening and .
speaking activities in Spanish, bilingual teachers we11 respond with

“weekly or more frequently. . : . ‘
N . BT ¢

s LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT /ACHIEVED ° o o
| ‘ _ s s .

The percentage of teachers: responding "weekly" or more frequently was.

.100% For Listening Activities
100% For Speaking Activities

\

! EVIDENCE'. : AR .
: . ' . £
Responses tovthe ‘fall Teacher Questionnaire indicate that the teachers
- responding (N=29) indicated that their students were. engaged in listening

and Speaking activities on a daily basis. (see Appendix H)
: . v

I ' A e s

OBJECTIVE CS3 1: DOMINANT LANGUAGE INSTRUCTION

Initial reading instructlon for the Spanish dominant student-will be
in Spanish. . _ . o T
: o
When asked to indicate the 1anguage in wh1ch each student receives initial
reading instruction, K and 1 teachers will. indicate Spanish for 95% of
the students identified by them as Spanish dominant.,

t

2% 30 e




LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: = . _ SR - .
4'Th1é objective waé not directly measdgge
_ EVIDENCE: 'ACHIEVED . °

When ‘teachers were asked what part,af the their time was spent in teaching
in Spanish, they reported at least une quarter of-their. time was spent
‘teaching in Spanish. In the teacher aide interview, the aides said

that 46%. of thgin,time'iéﬁspent in instructional reinforcement and"
TN ‘that. 512 of their }nstruqﬁional”time is conducted in Spanish.
. R . .. . . L . R r . .

OBJECTIVE CS3.2: READING/WRITING

. 'English dominant students willjreceive weekly Spanish reading and -writing
., instruction after they bave demonstrated reading skills in-English and
reading in Spanish. When asked' whether each student is ready to read .
" in Spanish and then which ones are receiving reading instruction in Spanish,
95% of those identified as ready to read will Pe receiving .reading  « -
instruction in Spanish. ' o '

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

_This‘objéctive was not directly meaéured.» . I L .

EVIDENCE: L | ‘ RN - o "
oY ' : : : .

- When thef!eam teachers were asked what part of their time was spent in
~ “teaching in English, they reported that at least one half of their time
"was spent teaching English. In the teacher.aide'iﬁterview, the aides
said that 46% of their time is spent in instructional reinforcement and
[49% of ‘their-instructional time 1is conducted in English. .

e . — . .

. OBJECTIVE CS3.3: GROUPING/INDIVIDUALIZATION

‘Grouping and/or individualizing within classrooms will be on the basis :

of SpCRT profiles, language dominance tests, other diagnostic tests, past ..’ e
- performince, etc., and instruction will be planned according to the I
corresponding needs identified.™ When asked to describe the basis used for
grouping and/or individualization, 90% of the teachers will merition one
or more of the methods above. - : . : ' "' : '

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED ~ Ty
Ore ‘hundred percent of the project teachers answering the TeacherlQGéstionnaire
reported grouping students for Spanish instruction on at least one acceptable

" basis. : ‘ . S . .
| EVIDENCE: -

In the Teacher Questioﬁnaire, project teachers were asked what basis théy
‘uged for grouping students for Spanish -or English imstruction. All teachers
answering the questionnaire named at least one of the bases acceptable for
this ebjective .and most named more than one. (see Appendix H) - o

,27:3:3 'CF

.



OBJECTIVE CS? 4 {;LINGUAL TEACHERS ‘

'All project students wi11 receive at least part of their instruction from
a qualified bilingaul teacher "Qualified" will be. defined ast ‘

'l. Having an elementary teaching certificate.
. "o .
2. Being bilingual in Spanish/English, endorsed by the !
Texas Education Agency. .

LEVEL oF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED : T L

1QOZ of the bilingual teachers in the Austin Independent School -
District have an elementary teaching certificate.

Z. 'Bilingual endorsement by the Texas Education Agency. is presently
in progress and is not completed at this time.

. . i ) X . » . K 4

EVIDENCE: ' '

L1 'Persojnel records of the Austin Independent School" District indicate
< " that all teachers-teaching in project schobls have an e}ementary
‘ 'teaching certifgicate. v
. - . . L3 -~
) 2. The Public School Commhttee for Bilingual Education Endorsement is "
TR ' . presently certifying teachers-in bilingual education. No complete
' '~ 7 1ists of endorsed teachers are available at this time.

J. o ' /

- - - .

- 7.
OBJECTIVEACS3 5' USE OF AIDE. . : : ) -
c. ‘ . e .r
All bilingual aides will work in cooperation. with teachers in planning L
and providipg instructional reinforcement for Spanish reading

. a. - When asked what percentage of time the. aide’ spends on’ instructional
\\\» S reinforcement of Spanish reading, teachers will regpond with an average
\ ) of 25%. ~ e _ [ : .
. S | # o S
b. When f#sked what percentage of time they spend on ins uctional reip-
> forcement of Spanish reading, the aides will respond ith an average‘
of 25%. . ‘

‘

. .LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT; NOT AcuiEVED

a}i This objective was not directly measured
vb.'this ohjective_waS'not.measured directly. X : - .
" EVIDENCE: |

a. §Eachers responded that the aides spent more than thirty percent of
their time in instructional reinforcement. Teachers also indicated
' that at least one quarter of their. time is spent in teaching in Spanish
. be. .The mean response of all teacher aideSxduring their interview indicated
" that 51% of ‘their instructional tjime was condugted in Spanish, (see
‘Appendix ‘D) and that 50% of their’ tdstructio 1 time is spent in o
' reading .




+° . EVIDENCE: - . o , _ . '
: N . o : T
a. Teachers responded that the aides spent more than thirty percent
of their time in’instructional reinforcement. Teachers also indicated
that atyleast one quarter of their time is spent in teaching. in Spanish.

| T T I A
- OBJECTIVE CS3.6£ PARENT VOLUNTEERS' * f E v

.

LN

Parent volunteers will work i gooperation with teachers and aides to
alleviate teacher load to facilitate small group activities,  and to
facilitate individualization. Monthly records of parental volunteer
activities will show at least one parent per class per month engaged i
in-school ac;&‘ities. : : 4 “

e

_ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT NOT ACHIEVED

K

An average of 1 student per class was represented in a school aptivity

each month. However, the majority of the parents engaged in conferences,
materlal prepraration, and field trips. - .

1

EVIDENCE' v . .
Forms for recording the participation of parents 1in school activities .
‘were distributed to all project classrooms. In February, 1975 an’ analysis'
~ of. these forms showed that 20% of the project students had been represented
" #by at. least one parent in a school activity.- This averages out to about
one parent in a school activity per classroom per month. : .

. o ' S

OBJECTIVE CS3.7: LOCAL CURRICULUM UNITS -

-

Units developed/adapted by the curriculum writer will be taught as designed

in.project classrooms. e s -

a. By the end of the project year (May, 1975), ‘each bilingual teacher will :

. have implemented at least one instructional unit* from material identified,
adapted, and provided by the. curriculum writer.

,:-.'b, By the end of the project year: (May, 1975), each bilingual teacher will
o have implemented at lypst one instruetional unit* developed by the

curriculum writer. ¢
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT' NOT ACHIEVED

a. The curriculum writer provided ‘the - projedt teachers with.thirty-six
"units during the project year. L A

.-b. . The curriculum writer distributed a unit she developed to’ each of the
project teachers a-curriculum unit on "El Dia De La Raza" (in October,

.1974) No check on the use of this unit-was made.

EVIDENCE:’ . : L o o ‘ f_._ S
The curriculum wrfter maintained ‘records to document the delivery to ‘
classrooms of each of the adapted,units. A total of 37 units were

© 7 distributed. : 35 .
JORER | 29 JU
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~ | OBJECTIVE CE1.l: ENGLISH INSTRUCTION .

S

" English dominant K students will receive the majority of instruction
in basic concepts in English. ' o . '
When asked to’ indicate the language in which each student receilves
the most instruction, K teachers will indicate English for 952 of
" " the instruction, K teachers will indicate English for 95% of the
o - students ‘identified by them as English Dominant.- '

¢ - .

o N

- LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED
This objéctive was not directly measured.

~. - EVIDENCE: ,
When teachers were asked what part-of their time was spent in teaching
. English, they reported at least one half of ‘their time was spent teaching.
in English. In the teacher aide interview, the aides said that 46% of
their time was spent in instructional reinforcement and that 49% of.their.
~.  time is conducted. in English. T o .

¥ .

.

. OBJECTIVE TE2:1: LISTENING/SPEAKING - :

All students, K-5, will engage in.weekly listening and speaking activities
in English. When.asked how fggquently students engage in listening and
- gpeaking activities,Kin English, bilingual teachers will respond with "weekly
or more frequently. : ' .

[P N

‘BEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED R D |

The pércentige of.teacheré responding "weekly" or more frequently was -

o ° 100% For Listéning Activities ‘
A . 100% For Speaking Activities : ’

€5§£ENCE: | - o SRR o

Responses to the fdll Teacher Questionnaire indicéte ﬁhat the teacher
responding indicate that their students were engaged in listening and
speaking activities on a daily basis. B o ’

BN
™

o f, o u.. - , - 30,ll 30




«

omc'nvn 'CE3.1: DOMINANT LANGUAGE INSTRUCTION | ',)"v_

A ]

. Initial reading instruction for the English dominant e}udents will be

1n English

7

' When asked to indicate the language in which each student: receives
‘initial reading instruction, K'and 1 teachers will indicate English
‘for. 95% of. the students identified by them as English dominant.

i . . . .
iy - . . .
[ 3 : . . -~

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED j

Tﬁis objeetive was not directly measuted.. , | _ | -
EVIDENQ% " _» L - :
When teachers were asked what part’ of their time was spent in teaching

English, they reported at least one half of their time was spent teaching
in English. 1In the teacher aide interview, the aides said that, 46% of

. their time was spent in instructional reinforcement and that 492 of their

time is conducted in English.

1
s
N

.

e

\

o

~

\

OBJECTIVE CE3.2: READING/WRITING ot ‘ '

\
Spanish dominant students wilr'receive weekly English reading ‘and writing
instruction after they havngemonstrated reading skills in Spanish and

:;."reading;readiness in English. When asked whether each/student is ready

to read in English and then which ones are receiving reading instruction

in. English,,954 of those identified as ready’ to read will be receiving

reading instruiiion in English.
!

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT . NOT ACHIEVED

This_pbjective_was not measured .

T --‘-: - 4 g ; &

.
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OBJECTIVES CE3.3: CROUPING/INDIVIDUALIZATION N : ' .

'Grouping and/or individualization within classrooms will be on the basis
6f a combination of the SpCRT profiles, language dominance tests, other
diagnostic tests, pasdt performance, etc, ‘and instruction will be planned .

.: . according to the corresponding needs identified. When asked to, describe
\*?:' the basis used for grouping and/or individualizetion, 90% of the teachers
will mention one or more’ of the methods above. :

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT‘ o
“One’ hundred percent/of the project teachers answerlng the Teacher Questionnaire
(N=29, 53% of the teaghers) reported grouping students for English instruction
on at. least one accep able basis. .

v -

v

! ENCE& ACHIEVED'

In fhe Teacher Questionnaire, project teachers were asked what basis they
. used for grouping students for Spanish or English instruction. All teachers
answering the questionnaire named’at least one of: the bases acceptable for
L. this objective and severa1 named more than one! (see Appendix H) -

2. . R - . . A : ’ !’
e oanpTIvE CE3.4: BILINGUAL AIDES

A1l bilingual aides will’ work in cooperation with d&achers in p1anning
"and providing instructional reinforcement. o .
. : "a. When asked what percentage of time the ‘aide spegds on instructional’
reinforcement, teachers will respond with @n average of 50%.

b. When. asked what percentage of time they spend on instructional .
reinforcement,'the aides will respond‘with an average of 507.

c. During c1assroom pobservations, aides wiIl be engaged in instructional 2

. reinforcement at 1east 50% of the time. '

= ~

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED T ' I ‘V_xf
This objective was.not directly measured.

- EVIDENCE: v

a.. The responses to the Teacher Questionnaire revealed that 84% of the
. aldes, 16 out of 19, spent more than 30% in instructional reinforcement.
_(see Appendix H) . . R .
b. The ‘mean response of all teacher aides during the teacher aide interview
" . indicated that 467% of their time was spent on instructional reinforcement.
(see Appendix D) . . e .

Egﬁ;p - N Z." 'j .-.,3238




jOBJECTIVE cza 5 PARENT VOLUNTEERS R

. T .':g
Parent volunteers will work in cooperation with teachers and aides to
alleviate teacher load, to facilitate small group activities, and to °
facilitate. individualization.:; Monthly records of parental volunteer -
attivities will show at least one parent per class per month engaged f
in in-school . activities. ' ' , . oo

FKLEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. NOT ACHIEVED I R

4Av average of 1 student per class was represented in.a school activity
each month.  .However, the majority of the parents engaged in conferences,
. material preparation, and field trips. - _ e

EVIDENCE: L T

Forms for recording the participation of paéﬁgts in school activities ~
were distributed to all project classrooms.¥ ¥n February, 1975 an analysis'
of these forms showed that 20% of the project students had been represented
by at least one parent in a school activity. This averages out to about
one parent in-a school activity per classroom per month

«
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','atfleast,two methods.\f' L S ’ ’ - S
.' vt ‘ . ' L -.’) B o
OBJECTIVE AL.2: L S
A1I other process objectives stated in this evaluation design relatg’“
to. this outcome objective. - ) 7
. .o A - ' . . . 7 ! :,, -~
. ,“ . .
g A. - X
. * ‘, 1
- . . i I3 . e - C Lo
‘OBJECTIVE A2.1: L e N : ‘ . "_J' e

Tt
. &
.
, . .

OBJECTIVE Al.l: CULTURAL REFERENCES

References to the cultures and home ‘backgrounds of ‘a1l students

in project c1assrooms will be incorporated into ¢lassroom activities:

'.When asked how they incorporate the cultures and home backgrounds.

"of their students into classroom aétivities, 80%“of project teachers
wi11 mention at 1east two methods :

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. " NOT ACHIEVED
This objective was not measured directly.

EVIDENCE"

Teachers ‘mentioned in the Teacher Questionnaire different ways the
culture and home background of all students were.incotporated JAnto

classroom™activities. It was not documented if each teacher mentioned.

All other process objectives stated in this evaluation design relate
to this outcome objective.

.

. . . v
~ . . .

OBJECTIVE as.: . e
_All other pro§e35 objectives stated in this\evaluation design relate
to this outcome objective. R . F
- 1/ { s
- . ) R .
‘.‘ ”,‘/ - . P)
N R ; hd . .
// -
// T y .4
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el L . _INPUT OBJECTIVES - ‘. . .
.OBJECTIVE CS1.1.1: = SUMMER STAEF TRAINING -

Bilingual K teachers will receive"training in Spanish instruction during
.the Summer Workshep. Their, responses on,a reaction form will show a-mean
_resppnse-of“3,5/5 to items relating to the success of this training.’

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED _ y
' o ' . ! . » -
‘Twelve cf the Summer Workshop sessions addressed Spanish instructiom.
The overall workshop mean ‘was 4.3 out of 5.0.
_ EVIDENCE: . S | | o,
P Summer-Workshop sesgions were documented and shmmarized:(see'Appendix'A).
Each participant completed a reaction form after each session. The mean
responses given .on the reaction forms for the twelvé sessions related to

. Spanish instruction exceeded 3.5 out of 5.0 for 11 of the 12 seSsions.
' : Overall the mean response was 4 3. —_

- - - - -——

OBJECTIVE Ccsl.l. 2 - ON-GQING STAFF TRAINING

3Bi1ingua1 K teachers will receive inservice training in ‘Spanish instruCtion
during the 1974-1975 sthool year. Their responses on a reaction form will
= show a Wean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this
' training . .

{

»LEVEL'OF ATTATNMENT: ACHIEVED |

, _ T Project teachers at@ended a fu11 da ; .ggﬁghop during whi/n Spanish in-
v struction was a. major topic. »

e

. EVIDENCE: - S ‘ .

“

Three separate workshops on diagnostic’ testing for Sbanish reading were

conducted by the bilingual staff for ESAA and Title VII bilingual teachers, .
";Each teachers’ attended one of the sessions. The objeptives for these 'P,' :

workshops were: : o

. . : wt g

"' 1. Participants will be able to administer and score

\&§ » a. VPP-T (Vocabulary Placement Pre-Test) d .
o ' b. IRI (Informal Reading Inventory in Spanish)
c. SpCRT (Spanish Cgiterion Regsrence Test)

2. afarticipants will be able to make use of the "Grids"‘fcr:

0 a. IRI (Informal Reading‘Inventbry in'Spanish)"f;
)'-”" : .. b. SpCRT (Spanish Criterion Reference Test) )
. . -
. For the three workshops combined, the 76 participants gave mean responses )
~ ~ of over 3.5 when asked whether the workshop had met its objectives. '
(see Appendix B) _ ‘ . o .5p}




OBJECTIVE cs1 1.3: SILINGUAL AIDE .~ . o o I
-QBilingual K classrooms will have the service of a bilingual aide.'

1. -Teach_?s will answer positively when asked whether they have.
- - the services of a bilingual aide.

I°_2. 'Project evaluator will document the schedules of- the bilingual
,aides to determine if‘each K classroom is serviced.

-,lEVELHOF_AITAINMENT: ACHTEVED

1. Thie'objective was not directlv measure;-

‘ 2;. This objective was not measured. :

__EVIDENCE. o ] g

'vl. In .the Teacher Questionnaire the teachers responded that they
had the services of an aide at least part of the day. -

2. This.objective was not measured

OBJECTIVE CS1.1,4: PARENT VOLUNTEER )

-

o Parent volunteers will wqrk in bilingual K classrooms. There will be at
least one parent volunteer inVofveg;ia\sgcinstructional/supervisory capacity
per ¢lassroom per. mopth as documented b lasgroom records om ‘parental
invo vement. . . ' o ) . B

‘ LEVEL OF AITAINMENT NOT ACHIEVED

An-average of 1 student per c1ass was represented in a school activity

»+ . each month."However, ‘the majority of the parents engaged in conferences,
. : material preparation, and field trips. ' -

vEY;DENCE. o

. . Forms for recording the participation of parents in school activities
were distributed to all project classroom. In February, 1975 an analysis
of these forms showed that 20% of the project students had been represented
by at least one parent*in a school activity. This averages out to 7bout
one parent in a school activity per classroom per montb ’ * ’

. s
S
T

| OBJECTIVE.CSl 1.5: MATERIALS 0

Materials budgeted for Spanish instruction” in K will be ordered and de-
livered. Delivery,ef these‘materials ‘will be documented by the evaluation
staff. " S

Iy ' T

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED

. .All materials budgeted were ordered and all\these materials received were

L distributed to the schools. - - NG
S ( . . . | ' |
\)4 ] 4", . - v ) 36 o . . ‘
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‘. » ' , ) ~
»EVIbENCE'
Records in the project files and in the Business Office document the - -
“expenditure of all funds budgeted for mat§rials. Records of receipts

of the materials ordered and dates of theilr distribution ‘to the schools
are also. available. :

.. - OBJECTIVE :CS1.1.6: SUP%FVISIéN

Project staff will be available to help classroom teachers and aides plan
Spanish instruction. Each teacher will have 3 regularly scheduled meeting.’
once each semester with a member of the bilingual project staff. This -
will be documented by the monthly staff contact form.

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED

— '
Each project teacher was visited by project staff on the aVerage of at
1east once a month. ' , .

-

* EVIDENCE:

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to each
project school. -These visitations were scheduled weekly during most
months,, Frequency of the visits ranged from once a weék to twice a month.

'OBlECTIVE CSZ 1.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING
"Teachers ‘and aides will participate in training activities for Spanish
language development during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on
a reaction form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating -
‘to the success of this training.
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT- ACHIEVED , LT
Ca ' .
Spanish language development was a topic for training during the Summer
' WorkshOp. Mean reactions.of 'participants exceeded 3.5. -

93

. -

EVIDENCE:

IO At least nine of the sessions in the Summer Workshopadirectly addressed

o Spanish language development. (see Appendix A) Participants completed
"reaction forms for each session. All mean responses exceeded 3. 5 mo§t
were above 4 0. :

43
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‘%

" to the success of this training
- LEVEL OF ATTATNMENT: . NOT ACHIEVED-
.This'objective wastnot measured~direct1y"
o EVIDENCE._ | |

. ,Records in project office files indicate that several workshops were. ‘
. -offered during the school year. However, no check on this was made.
. No reaction forms were completed.

. . ' ;. » : o
OBJECTIVE CSZ.1.3: BILINGUAL 'AIDES . . ’N\*\\ s

.-aide. _ _ . -

| LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED R

‘LEVEL OF ATTTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

are alao available .

OBJECTIVE CSZ 1.2: ON-GOING TRAINING -
e

.'Teachers and aides will participate in training activities for Spanish
. 1anguage development during the 1974-75 school . year. Théir responses

on'a reaction form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating

.

7 . IS

Each bilingual c1assroom will have the services of a bilingual teacher.

.
I .oee

Teachers will answer prositively when asked whether they have the

'services of a bilingual aide.x _ _ s Q‘a&_‘>

Project evaluator- w111 document the schedules of the bi1ingua1 aides,
to determine if each classroom is serviced

All the teachers responding to the TeacheriQuestionnaire indicated that

they had the services of asteacher aide at least part of the day.

?

BVIDENCE: *

- In the Téacher Questionnalre all of the teachers indicated tHat they

had an aide at least part of the day The project evaluator interviewed

\

the teacher. aides and noted their schedules. ‘ o o

4

OBJECTIVE‘CSZ.I.A: MATERIALS

"Materials budgeted for conducting language development activities will

be delivered. Delivery of tﬂese materials will be documented by the
evaluation staff, , ' . '

» -

. .

”All materials budgeted were' ordered and a11 these materials received

were distributed to the schools..

| EVIDENCE: o .

" Records in the project 'files and in the Business Office document the

expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipt of
the materials ordered and dates of’ their distribution to the schools



"y o
; , o _ R
OBJECTIVE CSZ l 5 PARENT VOLUNTEERS -
: : .
Parent volunteers will provide resources for language activities\and
. - provide teachers with more time for individual or small group instruction.
" There will be at least one pafent volunteer involved in an instructional/
- supervisory capacity per classroom per month as documented by claséroom
records on,pargntal involvement. . :

3

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT'

An average of*one parent volunteer per- classroom per month- was recorded

‘ -EVIDENCE" NOT ACHIEVED N

The Monthly Parent/Participation Form summary includes data completed in
project classrooms. . This summary shows and average of‘20% ot project -

_ students per month heing represented in in-school, mostly supervisory,
activities. This is an average, with some classrooms having more’ !
volunteers and others having none. : o )

@

‘

OBJECTIVE CS2.1.6: ‘SUPERVlSION

Each teacher will have a repularly scheduled mdeting once each senester
with a 'member of the bilingual project staff is will be docurmented by

- tMe monthly staff contact form. ) : . BN

Project staff will be available to help teachegshand aides-plan instruc;ion;

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT*

Each project,teacher was visited by project staff an average of at ‘least
once a month T : ‘
. N . . o : b
EVIDENCE: ' ACHIEVED . “-. - E | »,/._h, e

Records maintained .by the project staff document“their Visitation to each

project school. These visitations were scheduled. weekly during most -
months. Frequency of these visits ranged from once a month to twice:a

month. . . . . &\\

-

OBJECTIVE CS3.1.1: DOMINANCE TESTING - =~ . BT

Each K and 1 student's languagé dominance will be determined by the
administration of the James or PAL test within the First three weeks of
school, fall, 1974. Copies of these scores will be forwarded to and
kept on fileé in the Office of Evaluation. ‘

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: AT T

All K and l project students enrolled the first week of September were \\\;/ ‘

- .

‘ tested
EVIDENCE' ACHIEVED B - o .

Bilingual aides were trained and administered the James or the PAL tests
" to all K and 1st grade sStudents:during the first week in’ September. The
© . -scores are on file in the Office of Research and Evaluation. ) N
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OBJECTIVE CS3.1.2:-,SUMMER STAFF-TRAINING

Teachers and aides wilP attend inservice sessions concerning the .
, importance -of ‘and the use of language dominance scores during the Summer
',Workshop. Their responses on a reaction form will 'show a ‘mean of 3. 5/5

‘to items- relating to the success of this training.

- LEVEL OF ATTATNMENT: ACHIEVED | }ﬁ'

_»;A session on: the*importauce of and use- of- language dominance scores was
"'conducted No reaction forms were completed.

r
*

-EVIDENCE:

‘:,-_ A brief session on 1anguage dominance testing’ was conducted however, time -
did not permit participants to complete reaction forms for this session.

. r

OBJECTIVEHCSS 1.3{ AIDE 'TRAINING o E

Bilingual aides who. wi11 be administering the James.or PAL test will
receive training. The names of those aides’ participating in .the training
‘will be on file in the Office of Evaluation. .

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT' ACHIEVED . _ -

‘Aldes received training in: administering and scoring the James or P@i‘
tests in a half -day workshop.. ‘ :

‘s

"EVIDENCE:

All bilingual aides hired the first week of school in August attended a
half-day training session ¢onducted by the bilingual program staff.
Aides were ‘trained in the administration and scoring of either the James
or th PAL tests. The names of the aides trained are on file with the
school or schools in which they tested._/

OBJECTIVE CS3.1.4: SUPERVISION |
" "Project staff will be available to help teachers and aides"organize
classrooms on, the basis of these scores. Each teacher ‘'will have a
regularly scheduled meeting with a member of the bilingual project during
'+  the first semester. This will be documented by the monthly staff contact
~ form. o _ _ a

.
%5 ’

' LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT' ACHIEVED

‘Each project teacher was visited by project staff an average at least
o , -once a month. _ . - ’

'EVIDENCE. - B S ;

~

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to each
project school. These visitations were schedu1ed weekly during most .
months. Frequency of these’ visits ranged from once ' a week to twice a month.
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' OBJECTIVE cs3. 1 MATERIALS o ,:- e

: : o' _

All budgeted materials for beginning reading instruction in Spanish will

 be'ordered and delivered. 'Delivery. of these materials will be documented
by the evaluation staff

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVEb - - h N
All materials budgeted were drdered and a11 these materials received
were distributed to the schOols. :

',EVIDENCE:f_ e S | \

Records in the project files and in the Business Office document the

expenditure.of all funds budgeted for materials. Recordd’of receipt

of the maﬂhrials ordered and dates. of their distribution to the school
/o

are available. < :

<

h OBJECTIVE 83.2.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING

~
-~

Bilingual teachers will receive training in Spanish reading and writing

~ instruction during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on a reaction
form will show a mean response of 3. 5/5 to items relating to the success
of this training. . _ ~

r

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED . Jﬁs | : ,
Seven Summer gorkshop Sessions addressed Spanish rgading instruction.
Three sessions addressed Spanish language arts whie,h’it\cluded some writing:
instruction. All but one session exceeded 3. 5 on ;héireaction forms.
EVIDENCE: E S S5 et

. . . : 3
. N . 3} .
Appendix A describes these Summer WOrkshops activities and gives the
. mean responses on reaction forms for each.if;,\

. | L

OBJECTIVE cs3.2.2: ON-GOING TRAINING Aty

Bilingual ‘teachers will receive inservice " ._;Spanish reading

and writing instruction during the 1974~75 schy ”yeafa ,~heir response
.on a reaction form will show a mean resppg ] _3/5 tb tems related to the
" success of this' training. o 2 ; =

LEVEL OF AITAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED
" This objectiveywas not directly measured -

EVIDENCE.

Records in project office files igdicate that seﬁeralrborkshops were R
offered during the school year. owever, no. check Qn'this was made. No
- reaction forms were completed. : ‘ KRN




= OBJECTIVE C53.2.3: 'MATERIALS, .
'. B < . J . —
) Materials budgeted for Spanish reading and writing instggction will be
ordered and delivered by November, 1974. Delivery of these materials_
will be documented by the evaluation staff :

LEVEL OF AITAINMENT: vACHIEVED

All materials budgeted Were ordered and all these materials received
~ were distributed to the schools.

AEVIDENCE:

- Recbrds'in the project files and in the Business Office document the :
" » ‘expenditure of all funds budgeted for-materials. Records of receipt of
v the materials ordered and dates of theéir distribution to the schools o
1 are also available. -~ !

® ' ' =

OBJECTIVE CS3.2. 4 SUPERVISION . . . . B
Project ‘staff ‘will be available ‘to help classroom teachers ‘and aides
plan Spanish instruction. Each teacher will have a regulayly schedu ed

. meeting once each semester with a member of the bilingual project staff
This will be documented by the monthly staff contact form

e
LEVEL OF AITAINMENT. ACHIEVED o
\Each project teacher was visited by project staff an average of at least
once a month. . s . _ -

EVIDENCE: el

Reeordé maiff' ned by the project staff document their-visitation to each
project schoo % xThese visitations were scheduled weekly during cost months.
Frequency of G'es =yisits ranged from once a week to twice a month.

; ‘in bilingual classrooms. = There will be at
by * .involved in an. instructional/supervisory
t: "7per month as documented by classroom records on -

[}

*Parent volunth
“least oné panéh
. ~capacity per c L]
N pareﬁtal-invol

' LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED o

An average of one parent volunteer per classroom per month was recorded.

¢

EVIDENCE‘

" The Monthly Parent Participation Form summary inzludes data completed in

"~ project classrooms. This summary shows and average of 20% of project

- students per month being represented in in-school, mostly supervisory,
activities. This is an average, w*th some classrooms having more
volunteers and others having none. :

.
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. OBJEcnvr.cs:i.z.‘e: “ BILINGUAL ATDE

. Evaluation show the students tested and the results cf that testing

L

Classrooms will have the service of ‘a bilingual aide.

1% Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they have the

services of a bilingual aide.p

T2, P;pject evaluator will document the schedules of the bilingual aides

to determine if each classroom is serviced.

g LEVEL OF . ATTAINMENT ACHIEVED

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that
they had the services of a teacher aide at least part of the- day.

EVIDENCE:-

In the Teacher Questionraire all of the teachers indicated that they
had an aide at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed
the teachers aides and noted their schedules. :

_/

OBJECTIVE 'Cs3.3. 1 SPANISH CRT -7

Th S@CRT will be furnished to all schools and administered by the end ot\// -

October, 1974. Staff in the Office of Evaluation will document the .
administration. ) : _ .

: LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

The SpCRT was furnished to a11 schools and administered by mid-November.

~¢————=

.

EVIDENCE

All project schools were provided the SpCRT in October. ' Because of'the -
time involved. in administering this test.for the first time, many students
were not tested until November. Records in the Office of Researgh and

. 4 . .
\ ’ ’ ‘ ?

OBJECTIVE.CS3.3;2: SUMMER STAFF. TRAINING

Teachers and afdes will be trained in grouping and/or individualization .

-during the Summer Workshop. Thelr responses on a reaction form will ‘show

a mean. response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this training

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT ACHIEVED

" Three Summer Workshop sessions addressed grouping and/or individualization

directly. Other sessions included this topic indirectly. All three of -
these sessions received ratings in excess of 3.5. ~ .

&

EVIDENCE:

.Appendix A summarizes these activites from the Summer Workshop. Each '

participant completed a reaction form after each session. The mean
responses -given on these forms exceeded 3.5 for the sessions dealing

"directly with grouping and/BT individualization. .

" s, . : - 43 49



EOBJECTIVE €$3.3.3: ON-GOING STAFF TRAINING'

'Teachers and aides will be trained in grouping and/or individualization
during the 1974 75 school year. Their responses on a reaction form _
.will show a mean response of 3 5/5 to items relating to the success of
this. training S : |

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

r’One.workshopmduring:the year included training on grodping'and/or
indlvidualization.; The mean response for the workshop exceeded 3.5. -

EVIDENCE' o S s
.The Diagnosgic Testing Workshop included the t@pic of grouping and/or

'individualization. The mean re%?onse to items on reaction forms exceeded
3.5.

0

' OBJECTIVE CS3.3.4: EUPERVISlON - T D
. . \
-~‘:Project staff will be available to teachers and aides to help plan
' grouping and/or individualization. Each teacher will have a regularly
scheduled meeting once each semester with a member of the bilingual
. staff. This will be documented by the month staff contact form.

' “LEVEL OF AITAINMENT ) ACHIEVED

?

Each project teacher was visited by project staff on the average of at
'leaet once a month. . ,

EVIDENCE:

Records maintained b;\the .project staff document their visitation to each |

project school.’ These visitations were scheduled weekly during most months.

Frequency of the visitsg ranged from once a‘week to twice a month.

OBJECTIVE CS3.4}1:_’TEAM TEACHING
) ~ Team teaching arrangements will be worked out at eaech school.so that

all project students-will be served by a monolingual and bilingual teacher.
as documented by the process evaluators.

»

: LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT' ACHIEVED
E4All project students were served by both a bilingual teacher and a
monolingual teacher, except for self contained biLingual classes. _
. . q
EVIDENCE' ,; _ }

Records in the project files show the team teaching patterns of all project
_schools.. ’

.
Y




OBJECTIVEVCSS 5'1‘ PLANNING WITH TEACHER
:Teachers and aides will plan regularly: together.- when asked how'often
"the teacher and aide plan together, both the teacher and aide wi11 respond
with the equivalent of at least .50% of the time.

. : .. e
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: “NOT ACHIEVED B : e

This objective was not measured:

v .. OBJECTIVE CS3.5.2: BILINGUAL AIDE =~ | o and

Each bilingual shassroom will have the services of a bilingual teacher
aide. . . :
" a. Teachefs wi11 respond positively when asked if they have the
servi es of a bilingual aide.
b._,Project evaluator will document whether each biiingual classroom _ d .
is served by a bilingual alde. - : o

{ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED o ) .

All the teachers responding to the Teachen Questionnaire indicated that
- they had . the services of a teacher aide at least part of the day.
EVIDENGE: o :

.”r'lﬁgn the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers ‘indicated that they

. qd an aide at.least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed
O the teachers aides and noted their schedules. 2,

~ OBJECTIVE cs3 5.3: ' SUMMER STAFF TRAINING | T
., . 4 - v
 Bilingual teachers will be trairied in the use.of a bilingual aide in the
classroom during the Sumiher Workshop. Their responses on a reaction form
will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to - the success of this \\\\
training. : o i, . . N\

CLd

s -

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT' - NOT ACHIEVED

"This training did not occur.

242
Y

_EVIDENCE. ) .
C : S T

This topic wae never directly addressed by any staff development activitiest'

Qo ' s : S . 45
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OBJECTIVE CS3 5. 4 ON GOING TRAINING '

Bilingual teachers will be trained in the use of a bilingual aide in the
classroom during the 1974-75 school year. Their response on a reaction.

form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to. items relating to the success
of this training.

'LEVEL'OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED

'@wThisetrainiQS:did:not,occur.:' VH”:..CE ..; fh‘.ﬁ.j“”_.%f o

,IfSSLLJ

' EVIDENCE. ;,

~

OBJECTIVE CS3.6.1: . SCHEDULING VOLUNTEERS
’//eommunity Representatives will be contacting parents and,scheduling.
‘classroom visitations. Thislw;;} be documented through monthly reports. .

~

_ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHI .
One of the Community Representatives major activities was contacting
parents; however, scheduling classroom activities was not a frequent

-occurance.

s

LY

EVEDENCE: .

Monthly activity reports for the community representatives are , :
‘on file in the project office. These reports- show frequent parent contact
by numerows avenues, i.e., phone:calls, home visits, written communications,
etc. Scheduling times for parents to visit classrooms was an infrequent
activity. ‘

OBJECTIVE CS3 7 l. CURRICULUM LISTING$ T | . )
P . 4
The curriculum writer will research available commercial bilingual
. materials, prepare an annotated bibicdgraphy of these, and submit :that
. bibliography to the Project _ Coordinator before the end of October; 1974

¢

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED -
.This activity dia not_occur{. S

e 7
’
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L . . .
. ) . . .

'OBJECTIVE CS3.7.2:  CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT -

The curriCulum writer will select, order, and adapt appropriate bilingual
materials throughout the year and make these available to  the classroom
. " teachers. . By the end of the project year  (May, 1975) each bilingual’
e ... teacher.will have been furnished at least one instructional unit from
. - material jdentified, adapted, and provided:by the curriculum writer.
e . N )\
' LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED

"The curriculum writer.provided the project teachers with a unit_ she
. 'developed on "El Dia De la Raza." .

" EVIDENCE:

" The  curriculum writer maintained records to.documen; the delivery to-
project classrooms. No check on the use of the unit was made.

-

' OBJECTIVE CS3.7.3: CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT .

" The curriculum writer will develop locally relevant instructional units
and provide these in a.teachable format to the bilingual teachers.” By the
end of the project year (May, 1975) each project bilingual teacher will’
have been furnished at. least one instructional unit developed by the
_project's ¢urriculum writer. (A unit is defined as a minimum of 15 minutes
of classroom activity per day for a minimum of 5 days.) [ )

i
: .
.

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED

'The curriculum writer prévidéd the project teachers with a unit she o
developed on "El Dia De La Raza." . - o . '
EVIDENCE: . -~ . . R '

N

‘The curriculum writer maintained records to document‘the delivery tb»_v,
project classrooms. ~No check on the uge of the-unit was made. - .

by 3
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B P e |
- OBJECTIVE CEl.1l.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAININGv ’ ) R oot A
K teacher3 will receive training in English instructlon during ‘the Summer L

‘Workshop. * Their responses on a reaction ‘form: will show a mean response of - <. .
3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this training . ' :
’LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED B U l e B I
‘S of the Summer Workshops addressed English instru tiéVJthé overaillg R .
workshop. mean was 4.3 out of 5 0. L . : 2

_ R . S R o A
EVIDENCE: - : S - : ' \ ) o

. . . e e . .

’ . Summer sessions were documented and summarized (see Appendix A). Each R
participant ‘completed a reaction form aftex each sessibn. The mean “~-r-;'_
responses given on the reaction forms for the six sessions related to v :
English instruction exceeded 3.5 out 0of 5.0 for 5 of the 6 sessions. L
Overall the mean was 4.3, ST S s - _;é‘;_g

. o , e W » ’ .

- | e T v——— - . T N
© OBJECTIVE CE1.1.2:" ON;GOING STAFF TRAINING R L 3 .
; K teachers will receive inservice training. 1n English’instruotion during
"« the 1974-75 school year. Their response on a reacfion form wild
mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to ‘the success of this tr
" ' LEVEL OF 'ATTAINMENT: NOT -ACHIEVED e ‘ o ﬂﬁ‘ . 3
S ST B L el A o
This training did ot occur. 5 . . B o
. g . L T - . RN
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OBJECTIVE CE1 1.3: vBILINGUAL AIDE ‘A‘ C3 '_., . LT
Bi1inguaL K classrdbms will have the service of a bilingual aide. - ';d; ' ;f
o ' 1:f Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they haVe the . ;
T -y, services of a bilingual aide. '1 S L R NS - _
. ‘~ PN . . s ' ”\.“ N . . A -
2. Project evaluator - w111 document the schedyles of: the bilingual i
aides tp determine if each K c1assroom is serviced _ 3 A ﬁ/
LEVEL OF. ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED | ‘; NS ,ﬁ ST e
X L] 0"" 7 Cn ! '__‘ . ‘,.'1 ) » - oo
Ihis objective was not d&rectly measure. * "9 . o
: "‘6 N ' DS ‘e,

L2 jThis quective was not feasured.
ih N .,;- R . . v

‘. . v : . .
' - . " .o . a PR : o .
.o ' . R R . . L * ..
A Text provided b e ' : . .. . A R .




,zvrnzucn- — I N
1. In the Teacher Questionnaire the teachers responded that they had
the servtﬁos of an ajde at least part of the day.
2. This objective was not measgured. — | - 1 .
. ’ »

P,

K} b4
. . .

-

-OBJECTIVE CEl.l.%: PARENF VOLUNTEERS

Parent volunt!!tﬁlwill work in- bilingual K classrooms. There hill be at .«
.least one parent volunteer involved in an instructional/supervisory *
capacity per classroom per month as documented- by classroom records on
parent%} involvement.

;2 LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT NOT ACHIEVED . o 4 o .

’

An average of one students per cla s was represented in a school activity
“each month. However, the maj gity ‘Wf the parents engaged in conferences,

4 material prepatation, ‘and fiel trips. _ . o« .

‘EVIDENCE: S | L e

.Forms for recording the participation of parents in school activities.
were distributed to all project classroom. In February, 1975 an analysis:
of these forms showed that '20% Bf the project 'students had been represented
by at least one parent in a school activity. ‘This averages out to about
one parent in a school activity per classroom per month.

. PR
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'OBJEC'flVE‘-CEl'.l.S' MATERIALS e

v
Lk

B3

¢ 3

' Materials budgeted for English instruction in K will be ordered and de-
livered. Delivery of these materials will be_documenteﬂ by the evaluation
staff _n- _ o ’ ’ _ : o
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED S I
All materials budgeted were' ordered and all these materials received were"

_ distributed to the schools. e

. EVIDEVCE' o7 R wﬁ; o | . . .
Records in the project files and 1n the Business Office document the .0
expenditure of all funde budgeted for material. Records of receipts - ,
of the materials ordered and d?ugs of their distribution to: the schools
are also available., -
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e EVI&ENCE"-- v " F » o .

. 3 4 - | 'R . o
on.ﬂ-:cnvn cm f.6: SUPERVISION - {( : .
» . P [ 1

V4

« Project sta!f'will be available to, help classrodm teachers and aides plan

Spanish instruction. Each teac!\er will have ‘a regularly scheduled meeting
'fonce eath seiﬁestor with & member of the ‘bilingual project. staff. This.
will be, documented by the .monﬂhly staff contgct-. form,

9, ®

t.Evm. OF ATTAINMENT Acamvim

* x . Iy

2 .
. .." b

';_ Each- projectﬂteacher was visited byigrojbct staff on the average of at

_ least once & monthalo &

L \
R I

R *' :
7 4 » ﬁ‘ ’ !
- ‘ A4 . b *
Records laintained by t project staff !ocument ‘their yisi,tation to each
project school. - These visit tioﬁs were sdheé%led weekly during most

months. Frequency of the. visits ranged from once a week to twice a month

. N .
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* Teachers and aides will participate in ttaining activities for English
languag& development during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on a
reaction form will show a mean response of'3 5/5 to items relating to
the success of this training. . - .

\
OBJECTIVE CE2.1. 1 §UMMER STAFF TRRINING

*

r : 4 ) - )

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED .
English development was a topic- for training during the Summer Workshop.
Mean reactions of participants exceeded 3.5. : . : »

W v

EVIDENCE: - ;_ . :

At least three of the sesuﬂons in the'Summer Workshop directly addressed
English lnaguage development (see Appendlx A). Participants completed
reaction forms for each sessionq Two out of three sessions recelved *

ratings -above 3.5." - LA s - v

o . . x o | ' '
(OBJECTIVE' CE2.1.2: ON-GOING' STAHF TRAINING |
. I

Teacﬁers and aides will participate in training activit1es for English
language development during«the 1974-75 #Loal year. - Their responses =’
on a reaction form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items”relating

to the success»of this training.» B . > _ .
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'LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED

‘This training did not occur

'OBJECTIVE CE2.1.3: - BILINGUAL AIDE

Each bilingual classroom will have the services of a bilingual teacher aide.

Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they have the
services of a bilingual aide. ' N
: ' _ R

‘LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that :,'
they had.the services of a teacher aide at least part of the day :

EVIDENCE.

. )
N ‘

In the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated that they had
an aide.at least part of.the day.. The project evaluator interviewed the
" teachers aides and noted their schedules

e

o OBJECITVE CE2. 1.4: MATERIALS R s

-5ﬂli;terials budgeted for conducting language development activities will be
‘delivered. Delivery .0of these materials will be documented by the

evaluation staff. : : - v

' LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT ACHIEVED. | '

‘S

g All materigls budgeted were ordered and all these materials received
: rwere distributed to the. schools ~
: i . . ‘,
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EVIDENCE:
Recérds in the project files and in the Buginéss Of fice document the

expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipt
of the materials ordered and datqg of their Qistribution to the schools .

‘are also available. =~ _ _ \\—’;/A

OBJECTIVE CE2.1;5} PARENT VOLUNTEERS

Parent»volunteers ‘will provide resources for language activities and
provide teachers with more time for individual or small group instruction.
There will be at least one parent volunteer involved in an instructional/
Supefvisgry capacity per classroom per month as documented by classrdbm
records on parental involvement.. ' ' ' :

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ‘ACHIEVED

An avérage et cne student pe: class was reprg§entéd in a school activity
each month. However, the majority of the parents engaged 13,confgrences,
material preparation, and field trips. o R ‘ '

3 3 . . . )
EVIDENCE: ‘ . , . . g

4
o -

Forms for recordigg the participation of parents in school 'activities

were distributed to all project classrooms. In Februagy, 1975 an analys?s
of these forms showed that 20% .0of the project student s had been represented’
by at least oné parent in a school activity. -This averages out to about .
one parent in’a schbol aétivity per classroom -per month. '

OBJECTIVE CE2.1.6: SUPERVISION

Project staff will be available to help éeachefs andvaides plan instruction.
Each teacher will have a regularly scheduled meeting once each semester

with'a member of .the bilingual project -staff. This will be documented byv_\

the monthly staff contact form. \

2.

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

~ .
> : ’ . S .
Each project teacher was visited by project staff an average of at least
‘once a mofth. - S e -
EVIDENCE:; . ' . i .

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitatién to each
project school. These visitations were scheduled. weekly during;mdst
months. Frequency of these visits ranged from once -a month to -twice a
month. - - ) ' : i :

"
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LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED | -

EVIDENCE:  ACHIEVED ™ ' X

. EVIDENCE: : CL

'a half-day training sessibp\c@nductea by the
_Aides were trained in the administration and‘Scoring of either the

OBJECTIVE. CE3.1.1: 'DOMINANCE TESTING

Each K and 1 student's languagé.domihance will be‘determined by the

" administration of ‘the James or PAL test within the first three weeks

of school, fall, 1974. ‘Copies of these scores will be forwarded to
and kept on file in the Office of Evaluation.: ' o

/

. .
\ ..

All K and.l'broject students  enrolled the first week ngSeptember were
tested. o ' o

»
N

iBilingual aides were trained and administered the Jamés or the PAL

tests to-a;ﬂ,K and 1st grade students during the first week in September.-
The scores are on-file in the Office of Research and Eyaluation.

- " e 1 7 e e e e e e o e o B S e e 8 e T 8 o e e 8

OBJECTIVE CE3.1.2: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING

Teachers and aides will attend inservice sessions concerning the
importance of and the use of language dominance scores during the Summer
Workshop. Their responses on a reaction form will show a mean of 3.5/5
to items relating to the success of this training. '

LEVELAbF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

A session on the. importance of and use of language dominance scores was
conducted. No reaction forms were completed. o~
EVIDENCE: -

A brief sessiom on language dominance testing was conducted, however, ~
time did not permit participants to complete reaction forms for this
session. . - . :

OBJECTIVE CE3.1.3: ATFDE TRAINING

'Bilingdél aides whao will be administering the James or PAL test will
_receive training. The names of those aides participating. in the training
will be on file in the Office of Evaluation. : - )

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: AcHIEVED -

Aides received training in adm;niStering énd.scoringlthe James orz?AL'
tests in a half-day &yrkshop. ‘

o

@

All biliﬁgdal aidés hired the first week.of school in August attended -
bilingual program staff.

James or the PAL tests. The names of the aides trained are on file
with the school or schools in which they tested.

. 53



OBJECTIVE CE3. 1 4 ~ SUPERVISION

Project staff will be avaflable to help teachers and aides organize
classrooms on the basis of these scores. Each teacher will have a

“fregularly Bcheduled meeting with a member of the bilingual project
staff during the first semester. 7rhis will be documented by the
monthly staff contact form.

'LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT ACHTEVED

Each project teacher was visited by project staff an average of at
B least once a month. .

ar

EVIDENCE:

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to
each project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during
most months. Frequency of these visits ranged from once a week to
twice; & month _ :

) o' RPN
. ) A . car " T I

Zr T 'f i,

QBJECTIVE CE3.1. 5 MATERIALS

.t_,(f' ' ’ N
All budgeted materials for beginning reading.instruction in English -7
will be ordered and deliyered.: Delivery of these materials will be ‘

documented by the evaluation staff"‘ -2, m"z}' Y
R S N R
o , ) oY !‘]J . '

" LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED - ST

- All material budgeted were ordered and all these materials received were
distributed ‘to the schools.

‘EVIDENCE:

Records in the project files and in the Business Office document the
expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records .of receipt of
the materials ordered and dates of their distribution .to the school are
available. '

. . < “~
- »

1

QBJECTIVE CE3.2.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINIEG : T

Teachers will receive training in English reading and writing instruction
‘during the Summer Workshop.: Their respofises~on a reaction form will:show -
& mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this training.

)

¢ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED | 3
Seven Summef'Wo;kshop Sessions addressed English reading *nstruction.

Three sessions addressed’ English language Arts which included some

writing instruction.: All. but one session exceeded 3.5 on, the reaction. form.

<

.

&
c




EVIDBNCE.. | o i

Appendix A. describes these Summer WOrkshop Activities and gives the ;»Jj';
mean responses on reaction rorm for.each. - hﬁ_ . v

-

| OBJECTIVE CE3. 2.2: ON-.GOING'STAFF 'TRAINING.

instruction during the 1974 75 school year. ‘Their vesﬁonse on e T
reaction form will show a megn response of 3. 5/5 to items relating to. the
‘success of this training._ o : R

‘ ,LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOI ACHIEVED

Thie traiﬁing'did not occur

OBJECTIVE CE3 2. 3.' MATERIALS R

Maqerials'budgeted for English reading and wri;ihi instructiOn will be

.ff}v ordeted arnd delivered, Delivery'bf these materi fs; will be’ documented S
,by the evaluation staff. U C\ . .3 ‘

P -

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED

. Y . ’ .

EVIDENCE: =

! Records in the project files and in the Busines§ Oﬁfice document the ST
expenditure of all funds budgeted for materialsj RbcordS“Of receipt '
of.the materials ordered and" dates oﬁ their dist‘ibutiOn to the schools
are also. available' I \

s




‘ . X . «

OBJECTIVE CE3.2.4: PARENT VOLUNTEERS

. E » : .
Parent volunteers will work in classrooms. There will be at. least one )
‘parent volunteer involved in an instructional/supervisory capacity o e

per clasaroom per month as documented by the monthly staff contact form.

‘ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. NOT ACHIEVED .~

- An average of 1 students per class was represented in a school acitivity '
each month. However, the majority of the parents engaged in conferences,
material preparation, and fie1d trips. '

\

EVIDENCE':.._' - | S A s

Forms for recording the participation of parent3 in school activities ’ K
were distribiuted to all- -project c1assroom. In February, 1975 an analysis’

of these forms showed that 20%: of the’ project students had been represented‘
by at least one parent in a’ school activity. This averages out to about .
one parent in a school activity per claserqm per month, i

OBJECTIVE CE3.2.5:" BILINGUAL. AIﬁ% TRt - _ s

Classrooms will have the service of & bilingual aide.‘ ;f ' - £ oo

)
.
I~

-y

1. Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they have the-
services of a bilingual aide. .

I

) ;'- .' .

;Project eyﬁl ator wi11 document the schedules of the bilingual ‘aides-

25*
wto, determine if each K classroom id serviced -

. OBJECTIVE CE3.2.6: SUPERVISION - o | -

'([‘Project staff will be available to help classroom teachers and aides
» plan English instruction. Each teacher will have a regularly scheduled =
\meeting once each semester with a member of the bilingual. project staff
$his will be documented by the monthly staff contact, £orm

-‘np@gL OF ATTAINMENT ACHIEVED - o - vu. f

ords maintained by the project staff document their visitation to ’ '
éach project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during '
Frequency of these visits ranged from once a week to twice a . ‘



_‘"LEVEL’O? ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that
they had the services of a teacher aide at least part of the. day .

3 EVIDENCE: ' -

o In the Teacher'Questionnaire'a11 of the teachers indicated that they
‘had-an aide at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed
the teachers aides and noted ‘their schedules.! : ‘

“

bBJECTIVE Al.l.l: SUMMER STAEF TRAINING

Projeqﬂ teachers and aides will participate in training in cultural
awareness during the Summer Workéhop Their response on'a reaction form.
will show a mean response of 3. 5/5 to items re1ating to' the success of
this training Bl

_ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT:- ACHIEVED

A fullday of the Summer Workshop was.devoted to cultural’awareness.--fg
The mean response for this day exceeded 4 5. S

EVIDENQE: ST o ‘4‘: o -
» Appendix A descrihes in detail the activities of and reaction to the I
cultural activities in the Summer Workshop.. “Half a day was spent - W
¢ studying Black cultur’e and half a day was spent studying Mexican American
culture. The responses recéived from participants in these two sessions :"fi“
were‘the highest for any session during the week. R

v .'-". . L

OBJECTIVE Al.1.2%. ON—GOING STAFF TRAININGt‘\,

‘Project teachers and ‘aides will participate in inservic training:in o
".cultural awarefiess’ during the ‘Y974-75 'school year. Theix response on

a reaction form will show a mean response of 3. 5/5 to items relating
tofthe success of this training. . . _ .

-

.

LEVEL 'OF ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED

A full day was devoted to cultural relevance at a workshop codHucted
for projeét teachers at Allanm Junior High on March 20,- 1975.

EVIDENCE: . e S — | -
One full day session on cultural relevance during the school year was

the total amount of training provided prqject teachers in this area.
No, - reaction.form was completed S

S ') CER




OBJECTIVE Al.1.3: BILINGUAL AIDE

-,

All bilingual classrooms will have the services of a ‘bilingual aide.

N v
a. Teachers will answer positively when asked whether\they have the .
services. of a bilingual aide.- o .

b. 'Project evaluator will document whether K classrooms are Served
:by ‘a bilingual aide.

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT; ACHIEVED -’

'
’ .

All‘the3téachersvresponding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that
they had the services of a teacher aide at least part of the day.
EVIDENCE: ' e |
N In the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated that they .
~had an aide-at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed
the teachers aides and - noted their schedules. :

S o - /).

OBJECTIVE Al. 1 4 MATERTALS .

Each project classroom will receive materials budgeted for conducting *'~,

culturallyorelated activities The deliVery of th/;é]materials will be‘
documented by the. evaluation staff

¢
L4

LEVEL OF.ATTAINMENT. ACHIEVED
AIl materials budgeted were ordered and all these materials- received -
wereadistributed to the schools. ' :

v

' EVIDENCE: *

Recokds in the project files and in the Business Office document the
expenditure of all funds .budgeted for materials. ~Records of receipts
df the materials ordered "and dates of their distribution to the schools

. ar qiio available.'
: e a Y L | s
OBJECTIVE AL.1.5: CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT - '_r

The curriculum writer will furni;h each project classroom with at least.
one cultural unit.,. - (A unit is defined as 2 minimum of fifteen minutes
of classroom. dctivity per day for a minimum of five days.) Each
*classroom teacher will answer: p051t1vely when asked whether the curriculum
riteq has furnished him/her with at 1east one cultural.unit, e

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT. NOT ACHIEVED _ T o

e This objective was not measured : ‘ : .

"

. ‘ ' R I . ) - o .
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. \ ’ - . . - B ) ' B
: . ’ : o , o
OBJECTIVE Al41.6: PARENT VOLUNTEERS : - _ SRR -4t
f y ol ‘0
Parent volunteers will provide’ each. classroom with culturally related _
resources at.least once each sémester as- documented by classroom %,
records. o o : ) b R B
’ ' > P ' . e [PTEa )

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT NOT ACHIEVED\\_I

. : ' : e T
An average of one students per class was represented in a school acti Qy”
" each month. - However, the majority of the parents engaged in conferenc sf “

material preparation, and field trips. .

a

a.

3 ,w"

4.'«:.,

EVIDENCE° R ) _ f :
o ﬁ. T W
Forms for récording the participation of parents in $chool activities\ 7§hfé '
we;e distributed to all.project classrooms. In February, 1975 an analysis
of ‘these forms showed "that' 2Q0% of the project studemts had been ‘represented
by at least one parent in a school activity. This averages out to -about®
one parent in a school activity: per classroom per month. )

I _v,'.

e - — ?" ________ e e e e e e 2 e e e e e I U
" : T -= g ; :

OBJECTIVE AL.1.7: SUPERVISION T

\ -4

.Project staff will be available to- help claserGm teachers plan
activities. Each teacher’ will have at least oné-scheduled conference
“with a'member of the project staff each semestet

* LEVEL OF AITAINMENT" ACHIEVED S :' “' . o | :
Each project teacher was visited by project staff on the avenage of at
‘least once a month.. '___ ® P . : e
VIDENCE: L v L o

Records maintained by the project s;aff document their visitation to each
project school. These visitations weére scheduled weekly during most
‘months. Frequency of the visits ranged from once a week to twice a month.

e
OBJECTIVE Al.2.1: . - ) .

Same as all other Input ObjectiVes. A11 Input Objectives in the cognitive
domain relate to this input objective. S - '

© OBJECTIVE A2.1.1: S _’ S .
. Same as all other'Input Objectives. A11 Jnput Objectives in the cognitive
» . domain relate to this input objective. :

- 3

.
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OBJECTIVE A3.1.1:: -
v ». Same @8 all other Input Objectives. All Input Objectives in the cognitive _
# .- dgmain relate to this input: objective. ) ' , e

. . ) _‘ . .. ‘ . . . e
a; . 3 . . R
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| The C I P 0. Evaluation Model employed in this report assumes +
R ~gchat there are critical relationships among the four, components '#
GOl vof. the evaluatdion context, input, process aqd outcomes.” All . ¢

g " :the four components are interrelated, and one affects the results
R "of the. other. Before going any furthér, dne has to look at the? .
AR . context or envirnnment in which .the ESAA project exists. The o

S v_zcontext 'is that part of the project over which One has little,
- if any, control. It may encompass variables fro the school .
" such ds - the school building itself, the experience or in-
xexperience ‘of the chulty, to ‘the home, the education and the-
socioecondmic level . of a\particular famjly. Taking\this into
closer consideration,'one then takes a-closer look at the*

interaction or "lack, of interaction‘between the inputs and processes o

outlined for a. particular project,. in thisg -case -ESAA,. and . .
.. examines how these two haVe affected the expected outcomes of
' the project. b SRR S T ;¢ '

\

R i Input objectives are- those objectives, those variables, provided
i .. % directly as a result of a program, but which are antecedent' to. ‘
", the. aq{ual teaching-learning activity, Process objectives or S
_-. variables include those things which occur at the moment' of the . A
LA teaching—learning act, Included as processes are such things S &
., as teaching. methodology and verbal interactions. There: should be \
o definite relationship between the -inputs and the process
‘In order for the processes to take place, the inputs h to be
impleménted which ultimately produce the outcomes of a project.

«  All of these interactions are taking place within the context

. - of the whole project.'r S . L S

R : e ' [
Most of the process and input objectives for the ESAA Bilingual/ o s
Bicultural: Project were met.: An Gutcome. objective that was not '
met was the objective that dealt with the increase of reading \ . T T
skills in Spanish. \.One has only to take a closer look-at the. f}. o
input and process objectives that'were not ‘met and one sees - that™
there was no on—going training in Spanish,development during the-
school year and that the teachers did not’ pi i with:the teacher ' L .
aide on a regular basis. ‘Another-- input objegtive that was not R
-met was getting thé parents into the classrdé 1S, to assist in = - -
~instruction.J In the process objectives, the, r ding and writing .
activities in Spanish were not met. There was® ractically no : Coag
.curriculum development to speak of.. All these". input and process.

. ‘objectives that were not met could have very pos&ibly been the . -

'_reasons that there was no- increase in reading skiiis in Spanisb' T

I

_ ' ' %3
o These findings can be of great value éo the project staff next
yedr so. that they can- strengthen these 'areas in order. that the
project can better serve the students. in the ESAA. Bilingual/

Bicultural Project. - . o 1’
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ESAA - Emérgency School Atd Act pa

'

) BN
R M , “ Pig .
E o e ‘ .
GLOSSARY .- . % .
1 . - . y._
. . . . .

ed by Congress to’ assist

" school districts under a cQPrt ordered dbsegregation “ “ N
plan._ : e : v et h - !
oo Project = ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project in A. L.S D. o
! ~ 5t
. Project Year - July 1, 19f? to June 30, 1975 ' .
Bilingual Classropm - Project classroom engaged in bilingua& m~h;§: _
B : ‘ -+ 1instruction and having a bilingual ’ . Loyt
" teacher. _ ) . R i ]
o° , . : “ . 'R ) ', ’ ‘ :
_ Team Classroom - Praject classroom engaged in bilingual in- ’_ .
L, . truction and having a monolingpal teacher. :
S Monolingdal Classroom 2 Projept classroom where all instruction R z }L
is in'English ’) s AP
; N, B L ANE T . Kl
Bicultural Classroom - Project classroom wher! alr instruction 5*3‘€"~ C
is in English. B LT gg-uéb%,-":k’“
4 - . . \ L " :”‘ . _,‘ .
, C.I.P.Q - ‘Evaluation model developed ‘by the A.1.S.D. foice of \y{ 3
' . Evaluation and used as a basis for tﬁis report. 53«
. .05 Level of Confidence - In the analysis of data reported here,""* -
o e --this means that in only 5 cases out oft .
5 “_,m: ‘ ‘ \ - 100 the difference observed between two .
T o ' heasures would have occurred by chance..-. o
Significaqt Difference - This term is used only~when‘the difference’” .
. \ between two measures reaches or .exceeds ; K
- the .05 level of confidence.' _ _ v
Random Sample - This term refers to samples that are drawn in which .
: .o, S ;- all the subjects in that population have an equ&l ,'hgw
AL /. chance of being chosen. - _ . .
' : o vy .): A »
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